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REPLICATION 
TO THE EY g 
REJOINDER, . 


HE Biſhop of Cort is concerned to find himſelf 
in a Diſpute, where little can be produced on either Side, 
except it be the Gleanings of anold, andalmoſt exhauſted 
Controverſy : From whence, however, any Perſon, that 
is fond of diſputing, 0d is not-athamed to make wer 
ments over again, may be furniſhed with Materials to keep up the 
| of Contention as long as he lives. | 
Bur the Biſhop, having once taken his Pen in Hand, upon this = 
Subject, cannot think of laying it down at , leſt his Antago- 2 
niſts ſhould vainly call, their having had the laſt Word, a Victory 
and turn the Biſhop's ſilent Contempt of them into a ed Defeat. 
And as one Reaſon, which at firſt engaged the Biſhop in this Contro- 
verſy, was an oſtentatious Boaſt of the ſame Nature, w the Author 
under Conſideration ſeemed to make, with great e over three Pro- 
teſtant Clergymen, for not undertaking to anſwer his Treatiſt of the Fay- 
1 C0 — 
| — wi 


* A REPLICATION 


go through with the Debate, and not leave this Author even this 
| — 4 for a Triumph. He could wiſh, indeed, that he had either an 
abler, or a fairer Antagoniſt to deal with ; one that would give him 
either ſome Entertainment in the reading, or by whom he might 
receive ſome Improvement in the refuting, or one that would take an 
Anſwer. But he cannot help ſuſpecting, that the Author of the 
is not the ſame Perſon who wrote the Anſwer to the Paſtoral 
Letter; or, at leaſt, that he has not had the ſame Helps : Becauſe it 
lacks the Spirit of ſome of the Parts of that Work, and hardly aims 
at a rational Anſwer; but is a dull Repetition of ſome of che Objec- 
tions made in that Piece, without taking Notice of what was ſaid in 
the Reply; of which there need not be a ſtronger Inſtance given than 
this, That the Biſhop of Cork declared m he 3 Reply, after the moſt 
folemn manner, that he had never ſeen the Treatiſe, intitled, A brief, 
biftorical Account of the Vaudois, till after he had publiſhed his Paſtoral 
Letter. And yet in the very Preface to the Rejoinder, this Author has 
the following Words: Such was the Caſe with this Author, as appeared 
Ya Paper, printed the'22d of January laſt, when, upon Provocalion, 
be found bim/eif under 4 Neceſſity of publiſhing a brief, biſtorical Accaunt 
of The Pzople called Vaudois, wricy THE Bisnor or Cork was 
| {pp TO ANSWER IN HIS PASTORAL LETTER. 
Waar can be done with ſuch a Writer? The Biſhop cannot 
recolle&, that Ye ever gave this Author, br any Man living, Reaſon 
9 doubt. bis Veracity ; and yet this Author takes upon him to con- 
= E tradidt the Biſhop in a plain Matter of Fact, the Truth of which he 
himſelf cannot poſſibly know, but the Biſhop muſt, It requires a 
of Aſſurance, more chan common, to be able to aſſert ſuch a 
Food, in fo undaunted a manner; as it can only paſs upon thoſe 
who have not ſeen the Reply, but-muſt be detected at the firſt View 
by every one who has. Nor can the Biſhop fay poſitively what is the 
Reaſon why this Author perſiſts in this Error, after he has been once 
yet right, or of what Con ſach a Trifle can be in this Diſpute, 
it being only a Circumſtance which any Perſon might have eaſily been 
miſtaken in, and which an ingenuous Perſon would have given up: But 
u ſuſpects chat this Author is afraid of being detected in an Error, 
though never ſo trifling, by his own People, who will be furniſhed 
with the Papers written on his Side of the Queſtion, corner what pac 
A the otter Side of 'the Concroverty: 4 
n HIS 
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 Tm1s Author has again “allowed, that the Papiſts in this Kingdom 
ought only to be upon the Defenſive, and not to attack; he is there- 
fore deſirous to have it thought he did not begin the Attack; and the 
Reaſon he aſſigns to prove he did not begin it is, that, wpor Prove- 
cation, he found bimſelf under a Neceſſity of publiſhing, &c. Now let 
us ſee what this Provocation was: And this we ſhall find related in 
the Paper, intitled, The Occaſion and Subjedt, &c. to have been a pri- 
vate Diſpute between two private Perſons ; for the Satisfaction of one 
of whom this Author wrote a Treatiſe, which he intitled, AÞrief, 
hiſtorical Account of the Vaudois. So far ſo good. But where was 
the Neceſſity of publiſhing this Performance? What have this Au- 
thor's private Diſputes to do with the Biſhop of Cork, and his Dioceſe? 
What have they to do with the Publick? The Biſhop does not 
charge this Author with having begun the Attack, in private Conver- 
ſation, but for beginning it in Publick; for ſending his Piece to the 
Preſs; for printing it in Cork ; and diſperſing it in the Dioceſe of 
Cort; and not only for publiſhing his Treatiſe of the Vaadeis, but 
23 an Abſtract thereof, which he gave to the Publick in a 

alf Sheet of Paper, in ſuch a Size, and fraught with ſuch Arguments, 
as were juſt calculated for corrupting the Principles of the lower Sort 
of People. Wherein very little was ſaid of the Vaudois; but wherein 
was contained a bold Reflection upon Proteſtancy in general, declar- 


ing it to be no part of the Chriſtian Religion; and publickly ont Relig 


any Man to anſwer this Queſtion, Where was the Proteſtant Nelas 
before Luther and Calvin? It is this publick Attack upon the Prin 
ciples of thoſe, the Care of whoſe Souls is committed to the Biſhop of + 
Cork, that he complains of as an Inſult upon the Laws of the Land; 
and as an ungrateful Return for that Lenity, which is ſhewed by the 
Proteſtant Magiſtrates, to a Number of poor, ignorant, miſguided 
Papiſts, by conniving at the Reſidence of ſome Prieſts among them: 
And he is ſorry to find, that Lenity, and gentle Uſage, which, to a 
generous Mind, would be the ſtrongeſt Tie to be only on the Deſen- 
five, and not to attack, has had a contrary Effect upon this Author. 
Nor does the Biſhop e him with Inſolence for writing his Anſwer 
to the Paſtoral Letter, as this Author would ſuggeſt, but for publiſh» - 
ing his firſt Piece; and when he did write his Anſwer, for claiming. 
the Benefit of the Laws of the Land in his Favour, —__ 
115 | | Bi 
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with a Breach of them; which the Biſhop did, and doth till, 
think to be a high Degree of Inſolence. 
Tus Biſhop likewiſe thinks, that the Time, which was taken by 
this Author for publiſhing his Performance, was ſomething remark- 
able; when the united Arms of France and Spain, thoſe nurſing 
Parents of Popery, threatned the Liberty of Europe; and raiſed the 
Spirits of the diſcontented Papiſts in this Kingdom to for a new 
Revolution. It is but a few Years ſince we have been relieved by the 
glorious Arms of our late Deliverer King William from the Thraldom 
and Slavery of Popery. And the Alteration made thereby in the 
Property of the Subject is of ſo late a Date, that there is hardly an 
Eſtate in the Hand of a Proteſtant, to which there is not ſome latent 
Claim in the Hand of a. Papiſt. The diſperſing therefore of theſe 
Papers,. at this Time, * ens ſome other View, than barely 
the Glory of God. And indeed this Author, in the very Entrance to 
his Preface, confeſſes, That there may be an unſeaſonable Time, even — 
religious Diſputes; which, however, ſays he, may, at furtheſt, be 
called the Effect of too indiſcreet a Zeal, liable to the Reprebenfion of 
Church Superiors. Where the Biſhop cannot bur obſerve the intrepid 
Behaviour of this Author, in diſclaiming and diſowning ſo publickly 
all Obedience to the temporal Powers, denying their Authority over 
ham, anda ing to the Church alone for RepretenFion, | 
ency of the Church upon the State, is, with regard 
to Society, as a Doctrine as any that is ſupported by the 
: Church of Rane; and is as abhorrent from Reaſon, as it is from the 
Doctrines of true „Which commands every * Soul 10 be 
fubje. unto the bigher Powers : And St. Paul explains this Term of 
bigher Powers, by calling them afterwards + Rulers, who || bear the 
Fund. Nom, if we conſider, that there are at preſent in this King- 
dom, upwards of four thouſand Popiſh ſecular Priefts, beſides num- 
berleſs Troops of ' ſeminary Prieſts and Friars, what an i 
Cromd of Incendiaries and Trumpeters to Rebellion is there here kept 
up, and maintained at the Expence, and to the great impoveriſhing, 
of the lower fort of People; as well as to the maniteſt Danger of the 
State? And as this Part of the Sentence ſeems to have been added 
unneceflarily, the Biſhop cannot conceive any Reaſon for this Author's 
inſerting it lo anſeaſoncbly, and, as he * imprudently ; unleſs it 
were 


Nam. xiii. 1, 4 v 3. Ver. 4. 
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were to ſhew his Contempt of that Government, which he is indulged 
to live under: Since, by this very Sentence, all the pretty Compli- 
ments, paid to the Powers that be, by the Authors of the Anſwer to 
the Biſhop's Paſtoral Leiter, are entirely overturned ; and the Tribute 
which, in the latter End of the Rejoinder, is ſaid to be due to Ceſar; 
is, by this Doctrine, confined to the Laity to pay: The Allegiance 
of the depending upon the Will of their Church Superiors ; the 
alty of which, I believe, no body can be ignorant of, who con- 
ſiders what kind of Tribute the Pope defires ſhould be paid to his 
Majeſty King George. | 
Tnus far having conſidered this Author's moſt audacious Nes 
the Treatiſe itſelf comes next to be taken Notice of. And here the 
Biſhop cannot but remark, that this Author's great Endeavours ſeem 
to be levelled at ſhifting off the main Queſtion; which was, Whether 
Proteſtancy or Popery has the beſt Claim to be called à Part of the 
Chriſtian |. This Author having poſitively aſſerted, that 
* Proteſtancy was no part of the Chriſtian Religion. And the Biſhop, in 
his Paſtoral Letter, having undertaken to ſhew, - by comparing the 
Doctrines of Proteſtancy and Popery with the Scriptures of the New 
Teſtament, that the Doctrines 27 Proteſtancy were entirely agreeable 
thereto, but the Doctrines of Popery inconſiſtent therewith, This 
Author, in his Anſwer thereto, in order to decline the of ſo 
cloſe a Combat, called upon the Biſhop to ſhew, ben did -the 
Change begin? Who were ihe firſt and principal Authors of it ? — 
did Popery make its Entrance? Was it in the Eaſt, Weſt, North, 
South ? 'To which the Biſhop replied, That ſuch Queſtions were: all 
and foreign to the — and though they might be 
anſwered, yet this Method of ding would be tedious, and in- 
volve this — in hiſtorical Diſputes, fit only for the Peruſal 
of the Learned. And whereas this Author had made uſe of a Simili- 
tude between two Perſons going to law for an Eſtate, and ſaid, WH 
it be ridiculous or nonſenfical, for one of them io act the other, M bo he 
is? From whence is be come? The Biſhop, that he might comply 
with the Advice of Solomon, and 5 anftver 4 Fool according” to his Folly, 
made uſe of the ſame Similitude, and ſhewed, that thoſe ſort of Que- 


ſions, hers the Conteſt was not perſonal, would be quite imper- 
- iments 


et nd: duly 4 Anker ts the rebel Lot p-8, Fate 6. 
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tinent z and that the only true and proper Queſtion before a Judge 
would be, Whether the Claimant had any Title Deeds to prove his 
Claim? And not who he was? Or whence he came? Whether from 
Eaſt, Weſt, North, or South? And yet this Author, not being wil- 
ling to take this for an Anſwer, goes on again, with nfſing upon a 
further Anſwer to theſe Queſtions. 

Waroever is verſed in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory muſt know, that ſuch 
an Enquiry, critically purſued, would be tedious; becauſe the Cor- 
ruptions of the Church of Rome did not come to their Height at once, 
but by flow and gradual Advances, in Times of Perſecution or Igno- 
rance; when few or uncertain Records only were kept. And as the 
Biſhop, at firſt, did by no means deſign theſe Papers for the Learned, 
but for the Service of thoſe of the lower fort of People in his Dioceſe, 
who are liable to be impoſed upon by falſe and ſophiſtical Arguments; 
he therefore was deſirous of —— all learned Debates, which were 
not abſolutely neceſſary to the Point in Queſtion. For the Biſhop 
aſſures this Author, that could he have ſuppoſed, that none but Per- 
ſons accuſtomed to Argumentation would have read the Papers written 
by this Author, he would not have given himſelf the Trouble of 
anſwering them. Not that the Biſhop declines now giving this Au- 
thor ſome Satisfaction, with regard to theſe very Queſtions, when it 
can be eaſily introduced, without miſleading him from the main De- 
ſign: But at preſent he is willing to have it taken for „that 
the Proteſtants could not point out the critical Time of the Com- 


mencement of each Popiſh Error, ſince he does not ſee what this 


Conceſſion will avail. When eur Saviour refuted the corrupt Tra- 
ditions of the Phariſees, they neither had Folly, nor Al 
enough, to demand of him, IN ben did they begin? Where did this 
Tradition commence * Who was the Author of it? &c. Nor did our 
Saviour attempt to convince them of theſe Particulars ; but he applied 
himſelf to the Law of Moſes, and ſhewed them, that their Traditions 
were contradictory thereto. In like manner are the Doctrines of Pro- 
teſtancy to be proved, and the Doctrines of Popery to be refuted; by 
comparing them with the Doctrines of the New Teſtament. For the 
true Queſtion is, Are they agreeable to the Scriptures of the New 
Teſtament, or not? Since if they they are not agreeable - thereto, their 
having been practiſed for never ſo long a time, in any Church what- 
ſoever, * not make them to be the Doctrines of Chriſt. * 
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be a Proof of their having been ſo long the Doctrine of this or that 
Church; but that does not prove them to be the Doctrine of Chriſt, 
unleſs it can alſo be ſhewed, that they are conſonant to n Dodtrines 
contained in the Scriptures of the New T eftament. 

Ir this Author had denied Tranſubſtantiation, the Se of 
the Pope, Communion in one Kind, Sc. to have been the Doctrines 
of Popery, he might fairly have left his Antagoniſt upon the Proof 
thereof, and have inſiſted on his ſhewing when did they commence? 
Or by what Council were they eſtabliſhed? Sc. But ſince he is 
pleaſed to acknowledge them, and to declare, that “ by Popery be 
underſtands the Doctrine of the bodily: Preſence of J. C. in the Lord Sup- 
per, by way of Tranſubſtantiation'; | the Sacrifice of the Maſs; Communion 
under one Kind ; the Biſhop of Rome's Supremacy 3 the Invocation of 
Saints ;, Prayers for the Dead, &c. the Queſtion is, Are theſe Errors, 
or not? And not, when did they commence? For if they are Errors, 
they ought to be reformed ; and if -they have been long in Practice, 
ſo much more the Pity, then they ought to have been ſo much the 
ſooner reformed. But the Reformation can never begin, till after the 
Error has been ſome time in Practice, even long enough to give ge- 
neral Diſcontent. And therefore as the Error muſt always precede the 
Reformation, the Reformation will always appear new, in Compa- 
riſon with the Errors, though the Doctrine eſtabliſhed by the Re- 
. oa be exactly the ſame with that which was ann 1 
tu 

Bur nothing ſurely can be more abſurd, than this Author's matting 
the Biſhop upon proving the Scriptures of the New Teſtament to be the 
Word of God. The Biſhop had, by way of Argument, in the fore- 
mentioned Sjmilitude of two Perſons going to law for an Eſtate, ſaid, 
that the Title Deeds which the Proteſtants produce, are the Scriptures 
of the New Teſtament ; to invalidate which, this Author ſays, | #bere 
then could the Authors of the Reformation, or their Adberents, find: the 
Holy Bible, after that long- and univerſal Deluge of 1dolatry ? + What 
Means can we think of from Heaven, or on Earth, that Proteſtants may 
juſtify they have a true Bible? If this Queſtion was propoſed to the 
Biſhop by a Deiſt, he aſſures this Author, that he not go-to 
the Church of Rome for Proof thereof, but to the 
MSS. now in England, which ww the manifeſt 


$ of an Anti- 
quity 
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quity o near one thouſand three hundred Vears; and would trace up 
the Doctrines contained therein to the Time of the Apoſtles; by 

ions taken from Origen, the Catechiſt of Alexandria, and from 
Janet, the Diſciple of Polycarpe, who was Contemporary with 
St: ohn. But ſuppoſe we ſhould rake it for granted, that the Prote- 
ſtants could not prove the Truth of the Bible, but by means of the 
Church of Nome: If the Proteſtants, in their Controverſies with the 
Papiſts,/ are willing to allow the Bible, which is produced by the Pa- 


Piſts, as a genuine Work, are the Papiſts any thing prejudiced there- 


by? Did ever any Man before e it an Objection, that his own 
Evidences are allowed to be good ones? Or call upon his Antagoniſt 
to prove the Credibility of thoſe Witneſſes, that were produced by 
Himſelf? Flas the Biſhop quoted one Text, that is not acknowledged 
by the Papiſts to be the Word of God? Nay, has he not, for fear of 
unneceſſary Cavils, quoted the Texts of Scripture he produces for his 
Proofs, in their own Words, out of their own licenſed Tranſlations? 


What is it chen to the Purpoſe, in the preſent Controverſy, whether 


the Proteſtants can prove they have a true Bible or not? For though 
this might be a proper Objection from a Deiſt, or an Infidel; 0 it 
&s certainly quite prepoſterous and abſurd in the Mouth of a Papiſt. 

Ap now we come to the Remarks which zhis Author propoſes to 
add to what he has already * ſaid, in anſwer to the Texts of Scripture 
in the Paſtoral Letter. And, firſt, he begins with finding 
wich the Biſhop, for not taking Notice of the Apology which he 
makes for St. Paul's Behaviour to St. Peter, when St. Paul ſays, That 
he ed Peter ic bis Face; and declares, that Peter was repreben/ible. 
In which Apology this Author ſays, that + 4 Servant may oppoſe and 
reprimand bis Maſter ; and a private. Clergyman may, and ought, 
redet fully, io reprimand bis Biſhop, when doing what may prejudice the 
Publick. . But the Reaſon why the Biſhop took no Notice of this Part 
of the Apology was, becauſe he apprehended the Fallacy of the Argu- 
ment to be ſo plain, that no body could avoid ſeeing it. For is there 
not a wide — nce between an Inferior reprimanding 1 
reſpefully, and reprimanding him diſreſpectfully? To make this Ar- 
— 2 therefore, have any Force, this Author ſhould have pointed 
out the Words in this Reprimand that denote any Reſpect, any degree 
of Superiority acknowledged by St. Paul as due to St. Peter. The 


want 


Meir. p. 12. and 13. + Anſ. to Pa,. Let. p. 13. 
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want of which ſeems to have been the very Reaſon, why this Author 
added in thoſe Words at the Cloſe of his Apology, which the Biſhop 
did take Notice of: That this was probably done with Peter's own: Cas 
ſent, the better to perſuade the Galatians. Which this Author may call 
a pious Fraud, if he does not like the Word Colluſion. For the Biſhop 
leaves both it, and the Remark made thereon, to the Sagacity of this 
Author, to get rid of it as well as he can, | 
Tux next thing under Conſideration is, about obliging the Clergy 
to Celibacy. And under this Head, this Author takes an Opportu- 
nity of reminding the Author of the Reply, and of endeavouring to ſet 
him right, with regard to an Expreſſion, in which he ſuppoſes the 
Replier to be in the wrong. His Words are theſe, * But our Saviour, 
ſays the Author of the Reply,” finds faul toith the Jews for devorcing 
their Mives upon trivial Reaſons, and taking other Wives in their Room. 
Here I obſerve, with due Submiſſion, tbat he, the Replier, forgot hn. 
elf greatly. He ſhould bave ſaid, that our Saviour abſolutely forbids 
ſuch Drverces. The Biſhop does not well underſtand what this Author 
means by the Expreſſion of forgetting himſelf ; but he ſuppoſes that he 
means, that the Replier- was miſtaken in ſaying, that our Saviour 
found fault with the Jews for, Sc. The Biſhop, indeed, acknow- 
ledges, that our Saviour did forbid ſuch Divorces for the future: But he 
to all Mankind, whether our Saviour did not at the ſame time 
find fault with the Jews for what was paſt 3 for having faid; s- 
hall put away his Wife, let him give ber a Writing of Divorcement. 
he Biſhop therefore thinks the Replier very happy, in not having 
forgotten himſelf oftner, ſince he finds what a Trifle would produce 'a 
grave Reprimand from this Author. 
Ap now this Author {| proceeds to charge the Replier wih a 
Contradiction in p. 6. and p. 13. of the Repiy, in the firſt of which 
Places it is ſaid, that '@ Plurality ef Hives was.- allowed both by Jews 
and Geniiles.,, And in the latter it is ſaid the Biſhop cannot find," that 
by the Law of Moſes a Man was ever fuffered to haue mort than un 
Wife at a time, except in the Caſe f Adaltery. Whereas the.Biſhoj 
cannot yet percei ve, that there is the leaſt Contradiction between 
two Paſſages; becauſe in one Place he is ſpeaking of the Cuſtom of 
the Country, and in ny of Moſes. — 
0? 2 at, 
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i better read in the Scriptures of the New Teſtament, than he ſeems 
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that, by the Traditions of the Jews, and the Cuſtom of the Country, 


it was allowed to have more Wives than one at a Time: But, he de- 
fies this Author to prove, or to point out one ſingle Text in the Law 


of Moſes, wherein Divorces were allowed; but in the ſingle Caſe of 


Uncleanneſs or Nakedneſs in a married Woman. And, it was in Oppo- 
fition to the poſitive, but falſe Afertion of this Author, that ® Men 
were SUFFERED BY THE Law or Moss 10 bave ſeveral Wives toge- 
ther, that the Replyer ſaid in Anſwer thereto, he could not find that, 
by the Law of Moſes, a Man was ever ſuffered to have more than 
one Wife at a time, except in the Caſe of Adultery : And, that in p. 
24, for fear of being miſtaken by the Reader, he again ſaid, Which 
(Cuſtom of aPlurality of Wives) came in time io be FOI praiſed, 
but was never ſuffered by the Law of Moſes. 
+ However, to prove the Truth of his former Aſſertion, this Au- 
thor quotes + Abrabam, Iſaac, Jacob, David, &c. as Perſons among 
the Primitive People of God, whom he aſſerts to have had a Plurality 
of Wives. Where it is to be obſerved, that the Replyer never denied 
the Practice, but rather inſiſted upon it, as neceſſary towards the Sup- 
of his Argument: But only denied, that this Cuſtom was founded 


on the Law of Moſes 3 and, therefore, the Biſhop owns himſelf much 


ſurprized to find Abraham, Haze. and Jacob, quoted as Inſtances to 
prove, that Perſons were ſuffered by the Law f Moſes to have ſeveral 
Nie together : The laſt of whom died above an hundred Years be- 
fore Moſes was born. And, if they be not produced to prove this, 
they are produced to no Purpoſe at all. But, paſſing over this no- 
torious Blunder, let us conſider the Truth of the Fact. Had Abrabam 
ever more Wives than one at a time? We read of none in Scripture 
that are called fo, but Sarab and Neturab. And the Biſhop thinks, 
the can prove to a Demonſtration, that Keturab was not his real Wife, 
but only a Concubine. They, however, who ſuppoſe Keturab to have 
been his Wife, do not pretend that Abrabam took her to Wife till ſ af- 


cer the Death of Sarah. But as for Jaac, the Biſhop never heard 


before, that either by the Hiſtory of Moſes, or even the fabulous Tra- 


ditions of Jeus or Arabs, — was ever ſuppoſed to have had any 
other Wife than Rebecca. It is therefore to be hoped, that this Author 


q . | to 
* Anſwer to the Pafaru Letter, p. 17. + Rejoin. p. 16. | See Gen, 23, 2. 24, 67. 25, 1. 
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to be in the Old. Jacob, indeed, had two Wives at a time, and they 
were Siſters, but this Author ſurely will not inſiſt upon it, that that 
was alſo ſuffered by the Law of Mees, in which this Practice is pe- 

remptorily prohibited, David had four Wives at the leaſt, the Jeuiſb 
Traditions fay 18. And Solomon, according to the Scriptures, had 
ſeven hundred, and three hundred Concubines, which Crimes I hope 
God has fo ven them. And, certain it is, that the Cuſtom of have- 
ing a Plurality,of Wives continued in Uſe in the Fewiſh State at, and 
after the coming of Our Saviour, though it was never ſuffered by the 
Law of Moſes, unleſsthis Author will maintain that i was then in the 
Jewiſh State, as it is ow in the Church of Rome; and that the Tradi- 
tions of the Jes, which, according to Our Saviour's Declaration, 
had rendered the Commandments of God of none Effect, were of 
equal Validity with the Law of Moſes. 

Bu r, ſays our Author, this Cuſtom was aboliſhed by our Saviour. 
True. And they who had been guilty of this Fact were prohibited 
by St. Paul from being admitted into the Chriſtian Miniſtry. But, 
ſurely they were not prohibited, if they had a Mind to become Chriſti- 
ans, from being Converts, from being admitted into the Chriſtian 
Church by Baptiſm. Suppoſe, for Example, that David, or any other 
pious Perſon, who had been ignorantly miſled by the Cuſtom of the 
Country, or the Traditions of the Scribes and Phariſees, to marry 
more Wives than one, had lived at the Time of Our Saviour's coming 
into the World, and had a Mind to become a Chriſtian, is it to be 
imagined that, upon his unfeigned Repentance, St. Paul would have 
excluded him from being a Convert ; though he ae excludes 
fuch from either being Bifhops or Deacons? - 

AnDp,in Anſwer to the Queſtion which this Author puts to the Re- 
plyer, when he fays, + What does the Replyer mean, when be ſays, that 
the Plurality of Wives was allowed only in the Caſe of Adultery* For i 
the Old Law, the Woman convicted of Adultery, was io be put to Death. 
The Replyer anſwers thereto, that he means the ſame that Our Saviour 
does, when he ſpeaks of | Fornication committed by a married Wo- 
man, which Our Se Saviour allows to be the only juſt Cauſe of Divorce: 
Or, what Moſes, means by a Man's finding ſome Uncleanneſs or Naked= 
neſs in his Wife, & which is the only Cauſe for which he allowsa Divorce, 
* hich the A en „ to n ; becauſe he cannot —_ 

| ® 
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Word by which to expreſs Fornication, or Uncleanneſi, 
committed by a married Woman... And, as to this Author's Dif: 
culty about underſtanding what this Expreſſion, except in Caſe of Adul- 
tery, means, and which he in F another Place ſays is not intelligible, 
The Biſhop cannot but obſerve, that although he 8 himſelf o- 
bliged to make a Reply to this Author, yet he is under no Obligation, 
nor indeed is it in his Power, to furniſh him with an Underſtanding : 
But really is ſurprized that he is fo ready at acknowledging the want of 
it. For can any Thing be more plain, than that under the Jewiſb 
Law, a Woman was not to be put to Degth for Adultery, unleſs ſhe 
was convicted thereof. Now it might „that although a Man 
was ſatisſied in his own Mind of his Wite's Infidelity, yet he might 
not be able to convict her. Or although he could convict her, yet he 
might not be inclined to bring her * Shame ; and yet, in both 
theſe Caſes, he ſtill had te Remedy of Divorce in his own Power. 
And, if this Author had not been as ignorant in the Scriptures of the 
New Teſtament, as he is of the Old, he would have known the laſt 
of theſe to have been actually the Caſe with regard to the Virgin Mary: 
Who being eſpouſed to Joſeph, $ was found with Child before they came 
together. Now, by the Law of Moſes, the Damſel ought-to have 
been put to Death. But ++ Joſeph ber Huſband being a juſt Man, and 
wot willing to make ber a publick Example, was minded to put ber away 
privately,” that is, choſe rather to give her a Bill of Divorce. And al- 
though the Woman that was taken in Adultery, and that was brought 
before Our Saviour, as mentioned Jobs 8..3,-was not put to Death, 
h taken in the Fact: Yet ſurely this Author will not deny, that 
= Io had the Remedy of Divorce ; in his Fower, if he had 
190 

But nothing frprizes, the Biſhop more \ than the confident Aﬀertion 

of this Author, that g in the 1 Law the Huſband is in- 


dd allewed te part with bis Wife as ToBzxppinG AND BoarpinG, 


if guiliy of ' Adultery, but the Tie of Matrimony ftill ſubſiſting, neither 0 
them can marry any other, while they both live. Would —_ one a4 


„ which are ſo remark- 
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there are no two ſuch Words either in the Old or New: Teſtament; 
The In tion of that Text of Scripture quoted by this Authot 
out of St. Mathew, in relation to Divorces, has given Occaſion to 
very early Controverſies in the Chriſtian Church. + Origen, is of Opi- 
nion, that the Word Fornication is only mentioned as one Inſtance of 
the Cauſe of Divorces. And ſays, that in his Time ſome Biſhops 
gave Permiſſion to thoſe who were divorced, even on Account of A- 
dultery, to marry again. ] Tertullian s Opinion is, that the Bond of 
Marriage is diſſolved by Adultery, and that the Woman Who is put 
away may marry again. And ſeveral $ Councils, particularly of the 
Gallican Churches, authorize the ſame Cuſtom. And although in the 
Church of Rome; at the Time of the Council of Trent, the contrary 
Opinion was declared to be the Opinion of the Church: Let, it is to be ſup- 
poſed this Author is not ignorant, that the Validity of the Council of Trent, 
has never yet been acknowledged, nor its Deciſions received as Authen- 
tic, even in the Church of France. Wherefore the Biſhop of Corke 
cannot but greatly lament the unfortunate Situation of thoſe poor Souls, 
who have ſuch Conductors for their Guides, that can ſo peremptorily 
impoſe on them the controverted Opinions and Traditions of Men, 
for the Commandments of Gd. 

By T our Author proceeds to ſupport the Doctrine of the Celibacy ofthe 
the Clergy from ſome Texts out of St. Paul to the Corinthians, where, || ac- 
cording to him, St. Paul ſays, Icwould have you all be as myſelf, Now, T ſay 
to the unmarried andWidows, it is good for them if they continue ſo, eve n as ſ do. 
Where it is very remarkable, that in the Original, and in the Pulgate as 
well as in the Rhemiſþ Tranſlation of the Bible, the Words are, 
Now I would that ALL MEN were even as I myſelf. And, as it is 2 
Maxim in Reaſoning, that he who proves too much, proves nothing 
at all; ſo the Biſhop cannot conceive any other Reaſon for this Author's 
corrupting the Scriptures, and making ſuch an Alteration in the Text 
which he quoted, but to deceive his unwary Reader, by making him 
imagine that this Advice was directed to the Corinthian Clergy alone, 
and not to Mankind in general. And, therefore, this Author in a 
moſt profligate Manner adds, could be (St. Paul) more earneſtly recom- 
mend the State of Celibacy to the Clergy. Whenever this Author attempts 

Bb | | | to 
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to meddle withthe Scri he perpetually expoſes his own Ignorance : 
For, in this Place he takes it for granted, that K. Pauſ's being a married 
Man, is an uncontroverted Point; whereas nothing is more controvertable: 
And ſo much ſo, that the Probability rather lies on the other Side the Que - 
ſtion. Becauſe that St. Paul, before his Converſion, was a great Zealot for 
the Moſaical Law, and the Traditions of the Elders. Now, according to 
heir Traditions, a ** Man was under a Command for marrying from 
his being ſixteen or ſcventeen Years old: But, if he was paſt twenty, 
and had not married, he was reckoned to have violated an affirmative 
Precept. And Clemens Alexandrinus expreſly fays, ++ that St. Paul in 
one of his Epiſtles mentions his Wife. Now certain it is, that St. 
Paul in his Epiſtle to the Philippians, addreſſes a Part in that Letter to 
a Woman, whom he ſtiles his true 7oke- Fellow Edguy: nou, Which 
Word vi anſwers in a literal Tranſlation to the Latin Word $hConjux, 
a Wife or Toke-Fellow. When therefore St. Paul wiſhes all Men to be 
- @s bimſelf, and recommends it to the unmarried and Widows, to conti- 
ae even as be; He only means in Chaſtity and Continence during the 
Abſence of his Wife : Becauſe he did not lead ber about with him in 
his Apoſtolical Journies; as the reſt of the Apoſtles did theirs; and in 
ny ® the Brethren of the Lord and Peter. For, ſays St. Paul, 
we not Power to lead about a Siſter, a Wife, as well as other Apo- 

Files, and as the Brethren of the Lord and Cephas, or Peter. The Word 
in the Original which is here rendered Wife, is Tau, which undoubt- 
edly is ſometimes made Uſe of to denote a Woman in general, whether 
married or unmarried; though it is much oftener made Uſe of in the 
Scriptures to denote a Wife, than an unmarried Woman. However, it 
is the Context that muſt determine in what Senſe it is to be underſtood : 
And the preceding Word Siſter demonſtrably ſhews, that it muſt be 
. xranſlated in this Place a Vife, becauſe the placing the Word Woman 
after Siſter, would otherwiſe be an abſurd Piece of Tautology ; ſince 
If the be a Sifer, ſhe muſt of courſe be a Woman, but need not be a 
Wife. And therefore St. Paul added in the Word Twame Fife, poſſibly 
to take off the Edge of all Ridicule, in the Suppoſition of the Apo- 
tles leading about with them Chriſtian Siſters, who were not their 
Wives. But the Church of Rome, rather than acknowledge that Peter 
Had a Wife, have corrupted this Text of Scripture, and 2 _=_ 
: rder 
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Order of the Words, and inſtead of rendering theſe Words 'a2apy 
raus Sorerem Uxorent, as they ought to have done, have in the Vul- 
gate Tranſlation of the Bible rendered them Mulierem, Sororem, a Mo- 
man, a Siſter ; becauſe that Sororem, Mulierem would be maniteft Tau- 
tology, as is already obſeryed; and Sororem, Uxorem, a Siſter, a Wife, 
as it is placed in the Original, though it be the Truth, yet would 
prove St. Peter and the Brethren of our Lord, to have cohabited with 
their Wives during their Apoſtleſhip. It is Jikewife to be obſerved, 
that St. Paul introduces this Doctrine with ſaying, Þ But I ſpeak his of 
Permiſſion, and not of Commandment. And concludes in the Verle im- 
mediately W this Author's Quotation with ſaying, I But # 
they cannot contain, let them marry : For it is better to than burn. 
hy then did this Author ſtop his Hand, and not finiſh the Sentence? 
The Reaſon is plain, becauſe his Intention was to deceive, and not to 
inſtruct. Now, if all Chriſtians, Laity as well as Clergy, were ſtrict- 
ly to follow the firſt Part of St. Paul's Advice, which is ſup to 
recommend an unmarried Life, What would become of Chriſtianity? 
It would certainly be the readieſt Method that can be conceived to 
make the Gates of Hell prevail againſt it. In the Interpretation there- 
fore of this Text of Scripture, we are to conſider the whole Drift and 
Purport of the Author, and not one Sentence, or half of a Sentence, 
as independent on the reſt. And then we ſhall find St. Paul explain- 
himſelf very fully in the 25th and 26th Verſes of this Chapter; 

OW conc Virgins, I have no Commandment of the Lord: het ¶ give 
my Judgment as one that hath obtained Mercy of the Lord id be faithful. 
1 ſuppoſe, therefore, that this js good for TH EK yRESENT DiSTRESS, J 
ſay, that it is good for a Man fo to be. Whence it is manifeſt, that at 
the beſt, this was only a ;al Piece of Advice given” on account 
of the then preſent Diftreſs 5 and referred entirely to the preſent and im- 
8 Perſecutions: And affected the Laity equally with thæ Clergy. 
let us ſuppoſe this Advice had been glurf only to the Clergy, 
and not to the Laity, ſurely there is a wide Difference between rerom⸗- 
mendipg and commanding; between permitting a Man to uſe his own 
Prudence, if he found he could not contain, and to rather than 
burn; and obliging a Man to make a Vow of Celibacy whether he 
can or cannot contain. For that they who make Vows of Cellbacy 
cannot always contain, has been —_— known in the beg 
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and that not only among the inferior Clergy, but even among the pre- 
tended Succeſſors of St. Peter, for to produce only two Inſtances out 
of many. Pope Steven IT. was the owledged Son of Pope Con- 
Kantine. And according to Dupin, there were Depoſitions given 
in upon Oath, by fourteen Witneſſes, againſt Pope Boniface VIII. of 
his having been 9 of ſeveral Kinds of Impiety and Sodomy. And 
Pope Pius II. was ſo ſtrongly of this Opinion, that he declared, | al 
though he ſaw many good Reaſons, why the Clergy ought not to 
marry ; yet he ſaw much better ones why they ſhould. 

Ap becauſe this Author has been ſo very 


to know when 


did the Change bappen ? Who were the firſt and principal Authors of u ? 


Where did Popery make its firſt Entrance? I will gratify him a little with 
regard to this Point of the Celibacy of the Clergy, becauſe it will ma- 
niteſtly appear from the few Records of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, that 
are left of the firſt and pureſt Ages of the Church, that from ibe Be- 
it was not ſo. And to prove this, I ſhall, to avoid all unneceſſary 
iputes, only refer this Author to a Book that was written by one 
of his own Communion, by the learned Dupin, Doctor of the Sorben 
in Paris, and who lived = died in the Communion of the Church 


of Rome; whoſe Authority, therefore, I believe this Author will 


not controvert. Now Dr. Dupin, in that Part of his Works where he 
is giving us an Abridement of the Diſcipline of the THREE FIRST 
Aczs of the Church, politively declares, that it was lawful for Prieſts 
10 keep the Wrves they married before they were ordained, but Marriage 
was not permitted after Ordination; but both the one and the other was 
allowed ro Deacons. Whence it is manifeſt, that the Celibacy of Deacons 
was not eſtabliſhed in the Church till the Fourth Century, at the ſooneſt : 

Nor was it even then received in the Church without much Con- 
teſt, For in the roth Cannon of the Council of Aucyra, in the 4th 
Century, it was there decreed, that if a Deacon declared at the Time 
of his Ordination that he would marry, he ſhould not be deprived of 
his Function if he did marry ;. but if he was ordained without this 
Declaration, and afterwards married, then he ſhould be obliged to 
quit his 1 The 4th Cannon of the Council of Gangra, 
in the ſame Century, but 50 Years later, declares its Sentiments againſt 
thoſe who ſaid, FUR 27 07 it ranges 

a marti 
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a matried Prieſt. In the Beginning of the zth Century, in the oth 
Cannon in the Council of Caribage, it is ordained, that Biſhops, 
Prieſts and Deacons ſhall have no more to do with their Wives, under 
Pain of Degradation. In which Age there was a learned Conteſt on 
Foot, between Jovinian and St. Jerome, about the Marriage of the 
Clergy. Socrates the Hiſtorian,” who wrote in this Century, declares, 
that in the Eaſt, the Clerks and Biſhops abſtained from their Wives, 
but that it was of their own Accord, and without being obliged to it 
by any Law: But, that there were many who had Children by their 
Wives while they were _— In the 22d Canon of the Council of 
Carthage, in the 39th Year of this Century, it was ordained,” that for 
the future no married Perſons ſhall be ordained Deacons, unleſs they 
make a Profeſſion of living in Chaſtity. But the 24th Canon, excepts 
from this Law, thoſe who have been ordained heretofore: In the 
Letter from Lupus Biſhop of Troyes, and Eupbronius Biſhop of Auguſ- 
 todunium, written in this Century to Thalaſſius Biſhop of Anjou, there 
are theſe Words, -That it were better for the Clergy to ab ftain from Mar- 
riage, but in this, they muſt follow the Cuſtom of the Churches. In the 
Council of Tours, held in the 61ſt Year of this Century, the 1 and 2 
Canons only recommend a ſingle Life to the Biſhops, Prieſts and Dea- 
cons. - And it was not till towards the latter End of the 7th Century, 
that. the Celibacy of the Clergy, even of Prieſts, was thoroughly 
eſtabliſhed. in the Church of Conſtantinople ; for, in the 3d Canon of 
that Council, held Ann. 692, it is declared, that thoſe of the Clergy, 
who had married Widows, or had married, being Prieſts, Deacons, or 
Subdeacons, ſhould be ſuſpended from their Functions; which plain- 
ly ſhews, that the Marriage of Prieſts had continued in Practice in 
that Church till that Time. | ehe 
THis,” however, one may certainly be poſitive in, that the Mar- 
riage of Prieſts before Ordination, or of Deacons either before or after 
Ordination, was not prohibited till the Fourth Century, at the ſooneſt; 
and, therefore, that the Primitive Church, during the three firſt and 
pureſt Ages of Chriſtianiry, underſtood thoſe Words of St. Paul to 
Timothy, where he adviſes, that a * Bi/bop be tbe Husband of onz Wife, 
and T that the Deacons be the Husbands of one Wife, as only excluding 
r Miniſtry, who had more than one Wife at a 
2 f : | 10 — 
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d the Doctrine of Prayers in an unknown Tongue, the Biſhop 
thinks he might poſſibly have had ſome Difficulty in detecting the 
Fallacies of this Author's Arguments, in dragging him out of his lurk- 


ang Places, and expoſing him to the Light; if he did not fo frequent- 


bolt of himſelf. But Truth will out. And accordingly this Author 
acknowledges, that * in tbe Beginning Maſs was ſaid every where in the 

Tonpue of each Country, Was not then the Primitive Church 
fo tar Proteſtant? And were there not, according to his own Confeſſi- 
on, Proteſtants, with regard to Prayers in an unknown Tongue, be- 
fore either Lytber or Calvin? The Biſhop does not deſire him to acknow- 
Jledgeany thing more: Since he thinks there cannot poſſibly bea better 
| on given of the Doctrine of the Apoſtles, than the Practice 
of the Church during the Life Time of the Apoſtles. It lies, there- 


- 


ore, now upon this Author to prove, why this Alteration was made 


and to ſhew that the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles were wiſer Men than 
#he Apoſtles themſelves : And that the common People now underſtand 
the learned better than they did, even when they had the 
miraculous Giſt of Tongues to aſſiſt them. | : 
to chat Expreffion of our Author's in his former Treatiſe, of 4 
Zanguage abſolutely unknown; which the Replyer charged with being 
Nonſenſe, The Biſhop owns, that he doth not think it worth a Con- 
celt, Whether it is, or is not; but apprehends that this Author ſinks 
deeper at every Flounce that he gives to get himſelf out of the Mud. 
do the Word Sacriſice, which this Author ſeems to inſiſt upon, 
the Biſhop thinks all choſe Striſes of Hords beneath his Attention; were 
It not that he is unwilling to leave this Author without an Anſwer to 
the minuteſt Particular. ' In his Paſtoral Letter and in the Reply, 
the Biſhop was willing to try what Effect gentle Uſage would have up- 
an this Author, but ſince he finds him inſenfible and unmoved by 
that Kind of Treatment, he thinks it neceſſary at preſent to give him 
now and then a little Correction; he alſo endeavoured in thoſe two Per- 
formances to be as ſhort as poſſible, and carefully avoided entering in- 
„ but what was abſolutely towards the main 
Foint : But ſince that Method of Reaſoning will not ſatisfy, or at leaſt 
falence this Author, the Biſhop is now determined to follow him 


by Step, and purſue his Track, till he has hunted him down, and driven 
him out of the Field. And therefore the Biſhop deſires this Author to 
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produce one Text in the whole New Teſtament, where the Sacrament 
of the Euchariſt is termed a Sacrifice. Some of the Primitive Fathers 
have indeed made uſe of that Word, but not in the ſame Senſe that it 
is now made ule of in the Church of Rome: For they uſed it to denote 
a Commemorative Sacrifice, and not a Propitiatory one. And in that 
Senſe, to avoid Dif 4% about Words, it is now made uſe of by Pro- 
teſtant Divines. how can a Real Sacrifice be performed in Re. 
membrance of itſelf? The Word“ Remembrance, which was the Word 
made uſe of by Chriſt at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament of the Eu- 
chariſt, neceſſarily ſuppoſing the Abſence of the Thing remembered. 
And the very Inſliturion of this Sacrament of the Euchariſt, before tbe 
Death of our Saviour, ſhews to a Demonſtration, that this Sactament 
could not poſſibly be a Sacrifice. Becauſe then Chriſt muſt have been 
ſacrificed before he really was ſacrificed, Let us ſuppoſe; that Chriſt 
at the Inſtitution of the Lord's Supper could have given his Diſciples 
his real Body to be eaten, yet it was abſolutely impoſſible for hin to 
have given 5 his + Body broken to be eaten, or his $ Blood ford to be 
drunk, before his Body had been broken, or his Blood ſhed. Since 
a Thing cannot poſſibly have been before ir really was, and we may fay 
without any Impeachment of the Omni of God, that this is one 

of thoſe natural — which it is not in his Power to perform, 
any more than it is in his Power to tell a Lie. Thoſe Words there» 
fore of our Saviour at the Inſtitution of the Eucharift, this is my Body 
[| which is given for you, are Figuratively, or Typically- ro de unger- 
ſtood of what was to come to ; as the repeating of them now is 
Commemorative of what is 

Bor now our Author comes to the bans Point of Tranſubſtanti- 
ation, upon which though he is very ſhort at preſent, yet as his Words 
are very remarkable, and contain a Doctrine loaded with Blaſphemy, 
he ſhall, by the Bleſſing of God, have a full, and as the Biſhop hopes, 
a farisfadtory Anſwer. The in bis Paſtora} Letter had re- 
marked upon this Subject, that St. Paul, in his Account of the Inſti- 
tution of the Euchariſt, bad Salus che Element of Bread after Conſe- 


cration 
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cration, thrice in one Paſſage, by the plain Name of Bread, In an- 
ſwer to which this Author faid, * So does the Biſhop of Rome, &c. But 
what Bread ? The Bread of Life; the Bread deſcended from Heaven; bis 
own Fleſh, to which bis Soul and Divinity are inſeperably united, &c. 
Upon which the Replyer inſiſted that St. Paul muſt mean plain Bread 
only, and not the Bread of Li/e : Becauſe he * 45857 the unworthy Re · 
celver to eat of it, as well as the worthy ; and it is preſumed that this 
Author will net inſiſt on it, that the unworthy Receiver cats the Bread 
of Life. In anſwer to which, the Author of the Rejoinder ſays, + 
But Imuſt beg leave to tell bim (the Replyer) ibat he muſt join the Author 
of the aner, and all thoſe of bis Communion in this Particular, and al- 


E that the worthy and ſacrilegious Communicant receive the SAME 


Bread orLirs. Vain Man! How conceited a Thing is Ignorance! 
Not content with uttering his own Follies, he expects to make Con- 
verts of the Biſhop and of all thoſe of his Communion. But let us 
hear dis Reaſon. Did not treacherous Judas, ſays he, receive from the 
Hand of our Saviour, the very ſame Bread that Peter and the reſt of the 
Apoſttes did? To which the Biſhopanſwers, Yes. He did. But con- 
tienes this Author, bat Bread was the Bread of Life; was the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt (if you vouchſafe to believe himſelf) and ſo do all unworthy 
Recervers. To which the Biſhop anſwers, God forbid, that he ſhould 


not believe the Words of his Lord and Saviour Jes Chriſt ; but he 


will not take bis Fords from this Author's Mouth, while he can have 
recourſe to the Scriptures. And now let us ſee what are the Words of 
our Saviour upon this Head as delivered therein, what Character does 
he give of the Bread of Life, and of the Effects of eating thereof, and 
_ we. ſhall find chereby, whether the facrilegious Communicant eateth 
thereof or not. And of this we ſhall meet with a full Deſcription in 


the Gch Chapter of St. Fobn. I am the Bread of Life, ſays our Sa- 


viour, be that cometh to me ſhall never hunger ; and be that believeth on 
me ſhall never thirſt. Now the Biſhop would aſk any one living whe- 
ther this can be properly applied to the unworthy, as well as the wor- 
thy Receiver; and to the wicked, as well as the pious Believer ? But 
to proceed; he ſays again, 5 I am that Bread of Life. Your Father: did 
eat Manna in the Wilderneſs and are dead. This is the Bread which cometh 
gown from Heaven, that a Man may eat «thereof and not die. I am the 
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living Bread, which came down from Heaven : if any Man tat of te 
Bread, be ſhall live for ever: And the Bread that I will give is my Fleſh, 
which I will es of the Life of the World, * Whoſo eateth my Fleſh and 
drinketh my Blood, bath eternal Life, and I will raiſe bim up at the laſt Day. 
For my. Fleſh is Meat indeed, and my Blood is Drink indeed. He that eateth 
my Fleſh and drinketh my Blood, dwelleth in me and I in him. As the living 
Father bath ſent me, and I live by the Father : jo be that eateth me, even be 
ſhall live by me. This is that Bread which came down from Heaven: not as 
your Fathers did eat Manna, and are dead: HE THAT EATETH THIS 
BR EAD SHALL LIVE FOR EVER. Are theſe Bleſſed Promiſes Cha- 
racteriſticks that belong to the unworthy as well as to the worthy Re- 
ceiver? If we do but ſubſtitute or change equivalent Expreſſions one 
for another, the Truth will work itſelf out, as it does in Algebra. 
And now let us try how it will ſound if we inſert tbe unworthy as well 
as the worthy Receiver, inſtead of thoſe Words, He who eateth the Bread 
of Life. The unworthy, as well as the worthy Receiyer, ſhall never 
die; the unworthy, as well as the worthy Receiver, all live for quer 
the unworthy, as well as the worthy Receiver, hath eternal Life, and 
Chriſt will raiſe him up at the laſt Day. The unworthy, as well as the 
worthy Receiver, dwelleth in Chrift and Chriſt in bim. The unworthy, 
as well as the worthy Receiver, Hall live by Chriſt. The unworthy, 
as well as the worthy Receiver, Shall live for Ever. Can any thing be 
more abſurd, or more impious to aſſert? And yet this is the neceſſ; | 
Conſequence of the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantion, which indeed if it 
were true, would prove a moſt extraordinary and uletul Viaticum, for 
other People, as well as for Judas. 
WHrar I have here faid, I think, might ſerve as an Anſwer to this 
Author, but as this is a Subject of great Importance, and cannot be 
too fully explained, I ſhall beg the learned Readers Pardon for be- 
ing ſomething more explicit upon this Head. F 30 
Ou Saviour a little before his Death, + The ſame Night in which 
be was betrayed, took Bread; and when he had given Thanks he brake it, 
and ſaid, Take, eat; this is my Body which 1s \F BROKEN for you: ibis 
do in Remembrance of me. After the ſame Manner alſo be took the Cup, 
when be bad ſupped, ſaying, This Cup is 1he new Teſtament inmy Blood: 
This do ye, as oft as ye drink it, in Remembrance of me. This * the 
Form 
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Form and Method of the Inſtitution of the Lord's Supper, as revealed 
by our Saviour to St. Paul. St. Matthew expreſſeth it thus. And. 
as they were eating, Feſtus took Bread, and bleſſed it, and brake it, and 
gave it to the Diſciples, and ſaid, take, eat ; this is my Body. And be 
ook the Cup, and gave Thanks, and gave it to them, ſaying, Drink ye 
ALL of it: For this ii my Blood of the New Teftament, which is SRE D 
for many for the Remi ion of Sins. St. Mark relates it thus, + And as 
bey did eat, Jeſus took Bread and bleſſed and brake it, and gave to them 
and Jaid, take, eat; this is my Body. And be took the Cup, and when be 
bad given Thanks, be gave it to them: and they 4 LL drank of it. And 
be ſaid ume them, This ts my Blood of the New Teſtament, which || 18 SHED 
for many. St. Luke relates it thus. if And be took Bread and gave 
Thanks, and brate it, and gave unto them, ſaying, This is my Body which 
* Noe for you : This do in Remembrance of me Likewiſe alſo the 
Cup after Supper, ſaying, This Cup is the New Teftament in my Blood, 
which *® 15 SHED for you. I have quoted theſe ſeveral Accounts of the 
Infticunon, - becauſe I am willing to give the Doctrine of Tranfubſtan- 
#iation its full Foree. It is therefore to be obſerved, that in every one 
of thele Accounts the Writers all agree in declaring, that our Saviour 
Jpeakingof the Element of Bread, faid, This is my Body, And though 
when ſpeaking of the Cup St. Paul and St. Lake declare, that he faid, 
This is the New T:ftament in my Blood : And not, This is my Blood of 
the New Teſtament, which makes a very confiderable Difference. 
Yet, as the Biſhop does not defire to inſiſt upon Niceties, he waves this 
Diſtinon ſor the preſent, and ſuppoſes that the Words of the Inſtitu- 
tion were ibis is my Blood of the New Teſtament, as St. Matthew and 
Any now the Queſtion is, how theſe Words, This is my Body, and 
this 4s my Blood,” are to be underftood, Every Body who allows the 
Divine Authority of the Seriptures, readily agrees to acknowledge, 
chat theſe Words ate undoubtedly true; and that Chriſt can and will 
certainly fulfill them”; but the jon is, How ? Which Men, of 
more Curtolity than Judgment, having endeavoured to explain, have 
Adivided the Members of the'Cathofick Church of Chrift into various 
Opimoas; three of the Principal of vrhich will be fufficient to 3 
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before you. One is, that whoever eateth that Bread, eateth along there- 
with the actual, real, and true Body of Chriſt. And therefore the Pa- 

trons of that Opinion, inſiſt upon a literal Interpretation of thoſe 
Words, This is my Body. Which Doctrine is ſupported by Luther and 

his followers, and is commonly known by the Name of Conſubſtantia- 

tion. Another Opinion is, that whoever eateth that Bread, eateth 

not Bread, but only the actual, real, and true Body of Jeſus Chriſt, and 
the Patrons thereof aſſert, that, tho? the ſenſible Properties of the Bread 

remain after Conſecration, the Subſtance of the Bread is tranſubſtanti- 

ated into the Subſtance of the Body of Chriſt, which is the Doctrine of 
the Church of Rome. Now of theſe two Opinions, the firſt ſeemeth 

to be the moſt Rational, becauſe all the Texts of Scripture, which the 
Romaniſts produce to prove the Real Preſence of our Saviour's Body in 

the Sacrament, are made uſe of by the Lutherans to the ſame Purpoſes. 
And the only Difference betwixt them is, Whether the Subſtance of 
the Bread remaineth there, or not, after Conſecration. Now the La- 
therans have this Advantage over the Romaniſts in this Diſpute,” that 
they have an Affirmative to prove, which they can prove to be true by 

the ſame Method that they can prove the Truth of the Exiſtence of 
any Thing in this World; that is, the Evidence of their Senſes, 
which was the Evidence that our Saviour referred thoſe Perſons to, 
who were ſent from Jobn to enquire whether he was the Chriſt. For 
he ſaid unto them, Go your way and tell John what Things you bave 
ſeen and heard, &c. And indeed if we are not to believe our Senſes, 
in ſenſible Matters, there is an end of all Certainty whatſoever. They 
have likewiſe a Proof from Scripture, that the real Subſtance, and true 
Nature of the Bread and Wine remain alſo even after Conſecration. 
Becauſe in that reproof which St. Paul gives the $ Corinthians for their 
diſorderly Behaviour at the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. He 
charges them with getting drunk in Church, in the Houſe of God, 
and eating rather to ſatisfy Hunger than to commemorate Chriſt. 
Whence it is manifeſt, that the natural and true Subſtance both of the 
Bread and Wine, remained after Conſecration. But the Romaniſts to 
ſupport their Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation have a Negative to prove; 
which according to all the Maxims of Reaſoning, is not capable of 
Proof. For they muſt not only ome the Real Preſence of the Body pA 
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of our Saviour in the Euchariſt, but they muſt alſo prove that the Sub- 


ance of che Bread is not there. For otherwiſe they prove nothing 
but Confubſtantiation. The third Opinion is, that theſe Words are cer- 
tinly true, but not literally fo ; and muſt be figuratively underſtood. 


Which is is the Opinion of Calvin and the reformed Churches of Eu- 
and Jrelaud. And one Reaſon, which they give for this, is the 
—— Ute of N rs in the New Teſtament. Thus Chriſt cal- 
leck himſelf a Door, and a Ve, &c. And to quote a Paſſage more 
nearly related to the preſent Subject, our Saviour ſays, * He that be- 
lieveth on me, as the Scripture hath ſaid, out of bis Belly fball flow Rivers 
of Irving Water. And in another Place, & But whoſoever drinketh of the 
Water that I ſhall give bim, ſhall never thirſt ; but the Water that I Hall 
give bim, r up into everlaſting 
Je. No it is preſumed that no- body rt that theſe Texts are 
literally to be interpreted, and that — believeth in Chriſt is lite- 
rally 2 have Rivers of living Water flowing out of his Belly, or a 
Well of Water ſpringing up within him. Becauſe ſuch an Interpre- 
tation would de inconſiſtent both wich Reafon and our Senſes. In 
like Manner, becauſe the Words of the Inſtitution of the Eucharift, 
when literally interpreted, ſeem neither conſiſtent with our Reaſon, 
nor our Senſes, nor with other Parts of the Holy Scriptures, there- 
fore it has been thought more conſiſtent both with Reaſon, with our 
Senſes, aid with the Scriptures, to give them a figurative Interpreta- 
don. I believe chere need not much Pains be taken to ſhew, that the 
Hiteral I jon of the Words of the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt 
& above our Reaſon to account for, and that it is contradictory to our 
Senſes; but it will be ſufficient if it can de ſhewed that it is not conſiſt- 
ent with che Doctrine of Chriſt, as-contained im other Parts of the 
Scriptures, Now it manifeſtly u from the Texts alteady 
our of St. Jobn, that whoever eateth the Fleſh of Chriſt bath eternal 
chat be ball never dies but live for ever, 8c. If therefore the 
Element of Bread in the Euchariftbe either conſubſtantiated, or tran- 
Tubltantiaced, then whoever eateth that Bread, eateth alſo the Feb of 
Chriſt, and ſhall of Conſequence, whether he be a worchy or unwor- 
hy Receiver, enjoy eternal Life. But St. Paw! pofinvely declares, 
"har the unworthy Receiver eateth and drinketh Damnation 10 bimfelf. 
it will therefore follow, that thoſe Words of our Saviour in the Inſti- 
tution 
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tution of the Sacrament, ought to be underſtood in ſuch a Manner, as 
that the Element of Bread, when given to a worthy Receiver, ſhould. 
be the Bread of Life; but to the unworthy, ſhould be the Bread of 
Condemnation. Or as St. Paul, when ſpeaking of the Goſpel, fays,. 
that it may be ie Medicine of Life unto Life to the one; but the Medi- 
cine of Death unto Death to the other. Which can only be effected by 
ſuppoſing this Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the Sacrament, to be after 
a Spiritual Manner, ſo as only to be really given to, and received by 
the faithful in the Lord's Supper, but not by the faithleſs and unworthy. 
THERE is, indeed, a moſt dreadful Conſequence to be drawn from 
the Literal Interpretation of the Words of the Inſtitution, which is 
fo ſhocking to think of, that one would be inclined to ſeek for the 
moſt figurative Interpretation, rather than aſſent to it. And that is, 
that if a Bit of this Bread ſhould drop to the Ground after Conlecra- 
tion, and a Mouſe or a Rat meet with it, and eat it, that this Mouſe 
or this Rat would eat the actual real Body and Blood of Feſus Christ 
now Triumphant at the Right Hand of God in Heaven: Would eat 
that Bread of Life which is to conduct Mankind into Eternal Life; 
would dwell in Chriſt and Chrift in them. Horrid and tremendous 
Blaſphemy ! Impute it not unto them, O my God! for they know not 
what they ſay, We | | 
Bur, fays this Author, F the unworthy Communicant does not eat 
the Bread of Life, what ſhould make his Crime ſo enormous? The eating 
13 Bread could never carry ſo dreadful a Conſequence as Judgment 
Damnation. No, indeed, the cating of plain Bread could not, 
but the eating of plain Bread irreligiouſly, which was commanded to 
be eaten with a religious Intent, may deſerve Judgment and Damna-- 
tion. The eating a Plain Lamb among the Jes, could never carry 
ſo dreadful a Conſequence as Judgment and; Damnation; but the eat 
ing of the Paſcal Lamb, without recollecting the End of the Inſtitu- 
tian, certainly might. In like manner Our Saviour had commanded, 
that whenever we eat that Bread, or drink that Cup, we ſhould do it 
+ in Remembrance of bim. ls it not therefore a Protanation of thus re- 
ligious Inſtitution, to perform that higheſt Act of our religious Wor- 
ſhip, and not remember him, not diſcern, not recolle&; the Lord's 
Body. In which Senſe the Original Word, which we tranſlate diſcern, 
ſeems to be made Uſe of in the next Verſe but one following. . 
| D- 2 ia ili 
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iavre; Bungle For if we recolleft ourſelves, we ſhould not be judged. 

And now to give our Author ſome Satisfaction upon this Head, 
with regard to his favourite Queſtions, when did the Change happen ? 
Who were the firſt and principal Autbors of it ? Where did Popery make 
us firſt Entrance ? It is certain that the Doctrine of the real bodily Pre- 
ſence of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, as 
it is underſtood by the Lztberans, (that is without inſiſting on the An- 
mikilation of the Subſtance of the Bread, which is the Doctrine of the 
Romaniſts) though it has no ancient Councils to ſupport it; yet is 
countenanced by many Ex ons in the ancient Fathers, who in the 
Warmth of their Zea] ſpeak of the real Preſence in very ſtrong Terms. 
And if they did not at other times ſpeak of the Figurativeneſs of this 
Expreſſion, and of the Spirituality of the Preſence of Chriſt in the Sa- 
crament, and not of the Reality of it, would be a ſtrong Circumſtance 
in Favour of this Opinion. As for Example, St. Auguſtine, the great 
Doctor of the Latin Church, is frequently quoted both by the Lutbe- 
rans and Romaniſts for many Expreſſions in Favour of the real Pre- 
ſence ; and it muſt be allowed, that many of his Expreſſions, when 
taken ag detached Sentences, ſeem to countenance this Opinion ; as 
ſome Expreſſions among Proteftant Writers would, - if taken ſeparately 
and diſtinctly from the reſt of their Writings, But what is a demon- 
ſtrable Proof that St. Auguſtine never defigned that his own Expreſſions 
ſhould be taken literally, any more than thoſe of Our Saviour in the 
Inſtitation of the Eucharift, is his Expoſition of Jobn vi. 53. In his 
Treatiſe de DoFrina Chriſtiana, where laying down ſome Rules for the 
Interpretation of the Scriptures, he ſays, that a Perſon ought no more 
to interpret the literal Expreſſions figuratively, than he ought to inter- 
pret the Figurative ones literally; and after laying down ſeveral Rules 
whereby to judge, whether they are Literal or Figurative, he ſays, 
* If the Expreſſion contains any Precept, eitber concerning a wicked and 
im mara Afion that is to be avoided, or an uſeful and beneficent A that is 
Tobe put in Execution, it is not Figurative: But, if it ſeems to command 
any wicked or immoral Af, or forbid a beneficent or uſeful one, then wb - 
di przceptiva Locutio eſt, aut Flagitium aut Facinus vetans ; aut utilitatem, = 
:Beneficentiam jubens, non eſt Figurata. Si autem Flagitium, aut Facinus videtur Ju- 
here; aut utilitatem aut Beneficentiam vetare, Figurata eſt. Mi Manducaveretis, in- 
guie, carnem filii hominis & ſanguinem biberitis, non habetis vitam in vobi; : Facinus vel 

agitium videtur Jubere : Figurata eff Ergo, præcipiens Paſhoni Domini eſſe com- 
municandum, & ſuaviter, atq; utiliter recondendum in memoria quod pro nobis Cara 
ejus Crucifixa, & vulnerata fit, Aug: Tom, 2. De Docta: J. ii. c. 16. 
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certainly Figurative. For Example, that Text of Scripiure which ſays, 
Exczer vou EAT THE FLESH OF THE Son of Man, AnD 
DRINK HIS BLOOD, YE HAVE NOLIT E In You: As it ſeems ie com- 
mand a wicked and immoral Action, muſt be interpreted figuratvely.- 
And therefore this Expreſſion ought to be looked upon as a figurative one, 
inſtructing us that we are to communicate in the Paſſion of our Lord; and 
affettionately and devoutly to BEAR 1N REMEMBRANCE, that bis Fleſh. 
was crucified and wounded for us. Now after this Declaration, it would 
certainly be very unfair in any Author whatſoever to quote any Expreſ- 
ſion out of St. Auguſtine, to ſupport the literal Interpretation of the 
Words in the Inſtitation of the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. Butfup- 
poſe that this Quotation out of St. Auguſtine was not to be met with, and 
' that there had been ſeveral Expreſſions found in his Works, which would 
countenance the Doctrine of the real Preſence, what has this to do with 
Tranſubſtantiation? Nothing at all. The Proofs which are produced 
by the Romaniſts out of the Primitive Fathers to prove the real Pre- 
ſence, favour indeed the Doctrine of Conſubſtantiation, but cannot be 
the leaſt Proof for the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation ; unleſs they can 
alſo prove the Tranſubſtanriation of the Subſtance of the Bread into 
the Subſtance of the Body of Cbriſt. Which may be pronounced im- 

flible to be done. Nay, indeed, the Opinion of the molt ancient 
Fathers was ſo much to the contrary, that Origin politively lays, 
when ſpeaking of the Sicrament of the Euchariſt: That be Bread 
which is ſanfified by the Word of God, as to the MATTER of it, goes 
into the Belly and is caſt out on the Dungbill. And, it was not till very 
lately, that is, within this 5 or 600 Years, that ever the contrary 
Doctrine got any Footing in the Chriſtian Church. And, therefore, 
in order to ſatisfy our Author's Curioſity, and anfwer his Queries ; 
When did the Change bappen ? Who were the Authors of it? The Biſhop 
poſitively ſays, that this Change happened in the Year of our Lord 
1215, at the fourth general Lateran Council, and he defies all Mankind 
to prove, that ever it was eſtabliſhed by any Council, till that Time. 
Nor, indeed, was it poſſible; becauſe it was then ſo Novel a Doctrine, 
that it was but towards the latter End of the preceding Century, that 
à2 Name was found out for it. And to prove this, the ſame Autho- 
rity ſhall be made uſe of, that was before with regard to the Celibacy 
of the Clergy : Becauſe he cannot be ſuſpected of being a partial Evi- 


dence. 


'* Origen, in Mat. 15. : 


30 4 REPLICATION = 

dence. And that is the famous Dupin, Doctor of the. Sorbon in Pa- 
755, who, in the Life of Peter Celles, Biſhop. of Chartres, who lived 
in the 12th Century, has theſe Words: In his eighth Sermon on the 
Lord's Supper, we find the Term of Tranſubſtation, which is alſo in Ste- 
phen, Bi/bop of Autun, . who lived in the ſame Century: And indeed 
thoſe two Authors are the firſt who made uſe of it. = 

Wirn regard to the Doctrine of Communion in ene Kind, this Au- 
thor makes no manner of Anſwer to the Reply, but ſeems to give the 
Point entirely up; only he“ denies his having referred his Reader to 
the original Inſtitution of this Sacrament, as mentioned by St. Matthew, 
in order to juſtify the Communion under one Kind. Now the Truth 
of the Fact is, that the Replier, in reaſoning about the Doctrine of 
Communion in one Kind, recollected that this Author, when ſpeak- 
ing, of the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, had, in his 23d Page, refer- 

his Reader to the original Inſtitution, as related by St. Matthew ; 
the Replicr therefore begins his Paragraph, with ſaying, This Au- 
thor, belides, . refers his Reader 10 the original Inſtitution, as mentioned 
by St. Matthew ; but does not add, as this Author ſeems to inſinuate, 
in order 10 juſtify the Cammuniom under one Kind, But what if this Au- 
thor had quoted the original Inſtitution, as mentioned by St. Maithew ? 
Where would be the great Harm of it?. Surely, if Communion under 
one Kind is to be vindicated, the proper Place to go to, for the Vindi- 
cation of it, is the original Inſtitution. And the Biſhop cannot con- 
ceive any Reaſon, why this Author ſhould-be fo eager in denying his 
Reference to that Text, but that which is aſſigned by Don Qucvedo for 
a Pickpocker's denying his Fingers-ends at the Reſurrection; becauſe 
they would be Proof againſt him at the Day of- Judgment. 

This Author's Excuſe for demanding Biſhop Uſer's Demonſtrations 
to. have been inſerted, is mere trifling. For he compares a particular 
Wort Treatiſe, written, on a particular Subject, to the Bible; which 
every body ought to know is fraught with great Variety of Subjects. 
Aud whereas this Author ſays, if, f in 4 Diſpute on any Subject, you 
ate the Bible io ſupport your Cauſe ;, unleſs you mention the Book, the 

ler, the Words, pan pretend to be in your Favour, your Appeal 10 
the Bible in, general, will only ſerue to expoſe you to the adverſe Party's 
Banter. That is, according to the Nature of the Subject about which 
the Diſpute has ariſen. For if the Diſpute ſhould be about Revelation 

| in 
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in general, the Bible at large may be quoted as an Inſtance thereof. 
Biſhop Uſer*s Book is a Collection of Quotations, put together with all 
the Brevity imaginable, to demonſtrate, that he Religion profeſſed by the 
antient Iriſh, was the ſame in Subſtance with that wohich is now eſtabliſhed 
by the public Authority in Ireland. And as the Biſhop of Cort, in that 
Part of his Paſtoral Letter, where he refers to Biſhop Uber, uns de- 
fending Proteſtancy in general, and not any particular Branch of it, 
he quoted this Treatiſe of Biſhop er's, as ſufficient to prove, chat 
the Doctrines of Proteſtancy in general, were publick ly profeſſed before 
either Lulber or Calvin. And it was almoſt impoſſible for him to do 
Juſtice to that learned Author, withoat referring to the wWhOle BK. 

Bor now we come to the famous Point of the $ „ which 
this Author ſays, * 1s an Article of the greateſt Importances and that 
it will not be amiſs bere to inſert a Piece lately dre/d, upon that Head, 
for the Sati action of that very gave Proteſtant Gentleman, whoſe 
Addreſs o the bis own mon is prefined iv the brief As- 
count of the Vaudois. As our Author thinks this Subject a very im- 
* fo it ſeems that he imagines the Defence of it, to which 

refers, to be a very one alſo; becauſe he thinks it ſo 


well worth the tranſcribing, and giving a ſecond Time to the Fub- 


lick. This Part of his Treatile, therefore, comes next under Conſi. 
deration : + And the firſt ce of an Argument that is pro- 
duced in it, is becauſe Chriſt made his Church ove Body, one Kingdom, 
one Sberpſold; therefore Jeſus Chriſt bas appointed ſome particular Per- 
Jon to be bis Vicar on Earth, tobe the ſupreme and Monarch of bis 
ewhole Church; which Monarch, which viſible Head, which chief Paſtor, 
wnder Fefus Cbriſt, is Peter? Was ever ſuch an Argument made uſe 
of before? Becauſe the Church is One, therefore it muſt have c 
Heads. For how often, in Scripture, - is Chriſt called the Head of 
his Body, the Church? And unleſs this Author will make two 
Churches of Chriſt inftead of One, and ſeparate the Church of Chriſt 
in Heaven, from that on Earth; and declare his Disbelief of the 
Communion of Saints in Heaven, with the Saints on Earth, he ought 
not to infift upon this One Body having Two Heads. But let us pro- 
ceed to conſider his Proofs for this from the Scriptures, which he 


affirms to have proceeded | out of the ſacred Mourb of Jeſus _—_ 
Per Mr N. Bye po og. 
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And theſe we ſhall find in Page 26. to be: Now the Names of the 
tweſve Apoſtles are theſe; the firſt, Simon, who is called Peter, Cc. 
where it is to be obſerved, in the firſt Place, that theſe Words are by 
no means the Words of our Saviour, but of the Evangeliſt : And, 
ſecondly, that if theſe Words had proceeded from our Saviour's own 
Mouth, they would prove nothing at all, but that Peter was one of 
the For ſuppoſe a Liſt of a Company of Soldiers who had 
behaved well, or that were deſigned for any particular Service, was 
ven in by their Officer, or was delivered == by ſome Hiſtorian to 
, certain it is, that ſome one of them — be named firſt, 
and placed at the Head of the Liſt. But would any one of common 
Senſe argue from thence, that this firſt Man in the Liſt muſt be a ſu- 
penor Officer to the reſt ? 

Tur next Text is, that famous one of Mat. xvi. 18, 19. Thou 


art Peter, and upon this Rock I will build my Church, and the Gates of 


1 againſt it : op ehough Reer the Keys 

the Kingdom of Heaven. The — ht the Replier would have 
prevented this Author from making uſe of this Text, by pointing out 
to him in the Reply, that this x of our Saviour's was ſpoken 
in the future Tenſe, 7 will give: And by defying this Author to ſhew, 
that ever our Saviour fulfilled this Promiſe to Peter, but, at the ſame 
time, that he gave the Keys of his Church to the reſt of the Apoſtles 
alſo ; which is ſo remarkably true, that when St. Matthery relates the 
Hiſtory of our Saviour's impowering his Apoſtles to make Diſciples 
among the Gentiles as well as the Jews, he particularly ſpecifies, that 
the Eleven were all preſent. + Then the Eleven went away into Galilee, 
into a Mountain, where Jeſus bad appointed them. And when they ſaw 
tim, they worſhipped bim; but ſome doubted, And Jeſus came, and 


Hell Hall not 


Pate unto them, ſaying, All Power is given unto me in Heaven and in 


Earth. Go ye, therefore, teach all Nations, baptizing, &c. Here our 
Saviour gives the Keys of his Church equally to ' the Eleven, and 
impowers them equally to open the Doors of Salvation unto all Na- 
tions. And if our Saviour gave any Keys in particular to St. Peter, 
before this Time, they could only be the Keys of the Circumciſion, 
but not of the Uncircumciſion : For not having received all Power be- 
fore this, the Door of Salvation to the Gentiles had never before been 
opened, — the laſt time that our Saviour ſent forth theſe very 


Apoſtles 
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Apoſtles, to preach the Goſpel, during his Life, their Commiſſion 
was confined 10 the loſt Sheep of the Houſe of Vrael. Go not, ſays he, 
into the Way of the Gentiles ; and into any City of tbe Samaritans enter 
not. Mat. x. 5. | 
Wir regard to the Converſation which our Saviour had with St. 

Peter, mentioned above, the Biſhop freely acknowledges, that our 
Saviour, in his Anſwer, applied himſelf principally to St. Peter; be- 
cauſe St. Peter alone had anſwered: the Queſtion, which our Saviour 
had put to the Apoſtles in general. And he faith unto them, But 
whom ſay ye that I am? And Simon Peter anſwered, and ſaid, Thou 
art Chriſt, the Son of the living God. And Jeſus anſwered, and ſaid 
unto him, Bleſſed art thou Simon Barjona for Heſb and Blood bath not 
revealed this unto thee, but my Father which is in Heaven. Aud I ſay 
alſo unto thee, that thou art Peter, and upon this Rock. I will build my 
Church, and the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt it. Now, What 
is the Rock upon which our Saviour built his Church ? Was it Peter 
alone, and not the reſt of the Apoſtles? No! for, if St. Paul lays 
true, we are built upon the Foundation of the Apoſtles and Pro- 
-pbets, and not upon Peter alone. But What is this Foundation 
that was laid by - Apoſtles. and Prophets? Why this alſo we 
ſhal! find explained by St. Paul, where he ſays, | Other Foundation 
can no Man lay, than that is laid, which is & Jzs8Us THE CHRIST. 
The Rock, therefore, upon which our Saviour declares he will build 
his Church, muſt be the Confeſſion of Faith, which Peter had before 
ronounced, that Jeſus was the Chriſt : Thou art, ſays he, Chriſt, the 
Wee living God. Which Doctrine is, indeed, the true and the 
only Foundation of all that Chriſtian Faith, which was laid by the 
Prephets, and built upon by the Apoſtles. 

Bu r to invalidate this Argument, and to ſhew, that the ** Power 
only of Apoſtleſbip was given to the eleven Diſciples after our Saviour's 
Reſurrection, but not the Power of Juriſdiction and Authority, unleſs 
ſubordinate to that he promiſed to St. Peter with the Keys ; our 
Author producks that Text of Job. xxi. 15, 16, 17. where our Sa- 
viour, ſpeaking to Peter, ſays, Fred my Sheep ; which Text this Au- 
thor inſiſts much upon being addreſſed to Peter alone, No as this 
ſeems to be our Author's Sheet Anchor, let us try the Strength of its 
Hold; and I believe we ſhall, = Enquiry, ſoon find it lodged in 


, nothing 
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nothing but Slutch and Mud. When our Saviour promiſed the Keys 
to St. Peter, he adds, And whatſoever thou Halt bind on Earth, ſhall 
be bound in Heaven : And whatſoever thou ſhalt looſe on Earth, ſhall be 
looſed in Heaven. But according to St. Fobn, it was not till after our 
Saviour's Reſurrection, that this Power was actually given by our 
Saviour, either to St. Petey, or to any of the Apoſtles ; but + toben the 
Doors were ſhut where the Diſciples were aſſembled, for fear of the Jews, 
came Feſus, and ftood in the Midſt, and faith unto them, Peace be 
unto you: As my Father baib ſent me, even ſo ſend I you. And when 
be bad ſaid this, be breathed on them, and ſaith unto them, Receive ye 
the Holy Ghoſt. Whoſeſoever Sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them ; 
and whoſeſoever Sins ye retain, they are retained. So that hitherto we 
find no Foundation for that Diſtinction between the Apoſtleſbip and Ju- 
riſdiffion which this Author hath been pleaſed to inſiſt upon. But, 
_ fays he, the Promiſe of the Keys was fulfilled in that perſonal Commiſ- 
Joon that be (Chriſt) gave bim (Peter) alone of feeding bis Lambs and 
Sheep. Now it ſeems the moſt ſurpriſing thing in the World, to find 
a Perſon, who pretends to the leaſt degree of common Underſtanding, 
1 this Text to a Commiſſion, or Power given in theſe 
ords diſtinct from, and ſuperior to that of Apoſtleſbip. The Office 
of being a Paſtor or Shepherd in the Church, inftead of being the 
higheſt, is reckoned among one of the loweſt Offices in the Chriſtian 
Miniſtry, by St. Paul: For, ſays he, in his Epiſtle to the | Ephe- 
an, Chriſt gave ſome Apoſiles, and ſome Prophets; and ſome Evan- 
geliſts, and ſome Paſtors and Teachers, Now the Word Paſtor, lite- 
rally, fignifies one that feedeth Sheep or Lambs. And if we enquire 
into che Context, and conſider the whole Purport of our Saviour's 
Diſcourſe, we ſhall find, that it was rather a Diſtruſt, which our Sa- 
 viour had in himſelf of St Peter's Conduct, than a conferring of any 
additional Power, that was the Occaſion of theſe Words. The Bi 
declares himſelf far from being inclined to derogate from the Merit of 
St. Peter, or blemiſh his Character in the leaft ; but if there be any 
Opinion to be formed in general of St. Peter's natural Temper, and 
Diſpoſition of Mind, from the Hints given about him in the Scrip- 
tures of the New Teſtament : It is this, that he was an honeſt, well- 
meaning Man, willing and quick to undertake a virtuous or good 
Action, but timorous in the Execution. Thus we find, ale 
* viour 
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Saviour was ſeen by his Diſciples walking on the Sea, Peter was the 
firſt who anſwered him, and ſaid, Lord, if it be thou, bid me come unia 
thee en the Water. And he ſaid, Come. And when Peter was come 
down out of the Ship, be walked on the Water to go to Jeſus : But when 
he ſaw the Wind boiſterous be was afraid; — beginning io fink, be 
cried, ſaying, Lord, ſave me. In like manner, when our Saviour 
aſked his Diſciples, ſaying, F Whom ſay ye that I am ? Peter was the 
Perſon who anſwered for the reſt, and faid, Thou art Chriſt, the Son 
of the living God, But when our Saviour began to tell them, how 
that || be muſt go unto Jeruſalem, and ſuffer many things of the chief 
Prieſts, aud Scribes, and be killed, and be raiſed again the third Day. 
Then Peter took bim, and began to rebuke him, ſaying, Be it far from 
thee, Lord; this ſhall not be unto thee. Here his Fears began to work 
upon him; and therefore Jeſus /aid unto Peter, Get thee bebind me, 
Satan, thou art an Offence unto me: for thou ſavoureſt not the Things 
which be of God, but thoſe that be of Men. When our Saviour, before 
his Crucifixion, told his Diſciples, 5 That they ſhould all be offended, 
becauſe of him that Night, it was Peter who anſwered, and faid 
unto him, Though all Men ſhould be offended becauſe of thee, yet will I 
never be ended, — Though TI fbould die with thee, yet will I not deny 
thee. Yet every body knows, when it came to the Trial, when 
Danger ſtared him in the Face, how ſoon he was offended, and with 
what Vehemence he denied him. And in the Conteſt between St. 
Peter and St. Paul, about eating with the Gentiles, St. Paul obſerves, 


Gentiles : but when they were come, be withdrew, and ſeparated bimſelf, 
FEARING them which were of the Circumcifion. And in this Place, 
which is now under Conſideration, our Saviour's Diſcourſe with Peter, 
about feeding his Lambs and his Sheep, ſeems rather deſigned to 
ſtrengthen St. Peter, and to give him new Courage, than to give 
him any new Juriſdiction: For otherwiſe, Why ſhould Peter be 
ll} grieved, at our Saviour's ſaying, the third time, Simon, Son of 
Jonas, loveſt thou me ? were it not that he was ſenſible, when our 
Saviour aſked him that Queſtion ſo often, and bid him as often feed 
his Sheep, that it looked as if our Saviour was diffident of his Courage, 
and ſuſpected his Conduct in a Time of Adverſity. And by conſider- 


EK 2 . | ing 
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ing the whole Context together, it ſeems more probable, that our 
Saviour took this Method to prepare him for bearing what was to be- 
fal him at laſt, and to ſtrengthen him againſt the Day of Trial, than 
to make him a Ruler over his Brethren, For otherwiſe it would have 
been much more proper to have ſaid, govern and direct my Shepherds, 
than feed my Sheep. | 
BuT there remains one Text of Scripture not yet taken Notice of, 
which is by this Author to prove the Juriſdiction which was 
given by Chriſt to St. Peter, over the reſt of the Apoſtles, when our 
Saviour ſaid unto him, * Simon, Simon, behold Satan bath defired you, 
that be may fift you as Wheat : but I bave prayed for thee, THaT Thy 
FA1iTR MAY FAIL NOT ; and thou converted once, ſtrengthen thy Brethren. 
This Speech was made by our Saviour to St. Peter, at the ſame time 
that he told him, that the + Cock ſhould not crow that Day, before 
he ſhould thrice deny that he knew him : And therefore our Saviour, 
who knew the Goodneſs of Peter's Intentions, notwithſtanding the 
Weakneſs of his Courage, recommends it to him, that after he had 
recovered” himſelf from his Fright, and recollected himſelf, and re- 
nted of his Conduct, he would contribute to help the reſt of his 

, who were diſperſed, and poſſibly frightened as well as St. 

Peter, to recover from their Doubtfulneſs and Deſpair. But what Ju- 
riſdiction does this give him over his Brethren ? Is it not the Duty of 
every gobd Man, when he has fallen, and is riſen out of the Dirt, to 
- endeavour to help up thoſe who were in the fame Circumſtances with 
himſelf? And the Biſhop owns himſelf puzzled to find out the Rea- 
ſon why this Author has printed thoſe Words of the Text, That thy 
Faith may fail not, in a different Character from the reſt; but conjec- 
tures, chat it was done to inſinuate to the unwary Reader, an Opinion 
of che Infallibiliry of St. Peter, and of his Succeſſors in the See of 
Rome : Becauſe Chriſt declares, that he had prayed, that Peter's Faith 
might not fail; and every Chriſtian knows, that Chriſt's Prayers will 
not fail of Succeſs. But the Matter of Fact is, that Peter's Faith did 
fail, for it was after this, that he denied Chriſt over and over again ; 
and being further preſſed, began io curſe and to fevear, ſaying, I know 
not the Man. And the Biſhop mentions this only to put our Author, 
and his Friends, in mind of the Nature of the prophetic Style in the 
Scriptures, which is not always to be interpreted ſtrictly and literally; 
| 12 | for 
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for though Peter's Faith failed him for a while, yet having recovered 
himſelf, and repented, he is in the prophetic Style ſaid not to fail. In 
like manner, when God ſent a Meſſage to David by Nathan the Pro- 
_ phet, ſaying, + Moreover I will appoint a Place for my People of Iirael, 
and will plant them, that they may dwell in a Place of their own, and 
MOVE NO MORE: neither ſhall the Children of Wickedneſs arriict 
THEM ANY MORE, as before Time. We are not to underſtand by 
this, that during the Continuance of the Jewiſh States, the Muelites 
ſhould never be moved out of their Country, nor their Temple de- 
ſtroyed; but, that they ſhould not be utterly removed, ſo as not to be 
reſtored again. For it was after this, that the Babyloniſn Captivity 
happened, when the Temple was deſtroyed, and the Inhabitants of 
Jeruſalem were moved out of the Land for ſeventy Years. So alſo in 
the New Teſtament, when our Saviour declares, that the Gates of Hell 
ſhall not prevail againſt his Church, it is not to be apprehended, that 
Hereſies ſhall not prevail in it for a Time; for St. Paul ſays, 5 there” 
muſt be Hereſies, that they which are approved may be made manifeſt. 
And I truſt in God that the Faith of the Church of Rome ſhall be like 
St. Peter's Faith, which though it hath I fumbled, yet ſhall not fall; 
and though it hath failed yet ſhall recover itſelf, and ſhall not fail for 
ever. | | 
Bur now we come to Matters of Fact. For, ſays our“ Author, 1 
we further conſult the Scriptures, we find an undeniable confirmat:on of St. 
Peter's Superiority over the reſt of the Apoſtles in the Execution of bis Office. 
This indeed is coming cloſe to the Point, and now let us ſee how our 
Author performs his Promiſe, when he proceeds and ſays, Thus be 
(Peter) officiated as ſupreme Paſtor when be ||| ordered another Apoſtle to be 
choſen inſtead of Judas. But if we conſult the Scriptures upon this 
Head, we ſhall find that it was not Peter, but the Aſſembly of Apoſ- 
tles, who appointed two, Foſeph called Barſabas, who was ſirnamed 
Juſtus and Matthias. And they prayed, and ſaid, Thou Lord which 
knoweſt the Hearts of all Men, ſhew whether of theſe-two thow baſs choſen, 
_that be may take Part of this Miniſtry and Apoſileſhip, from whence” Judas 
by Tranſgreſſion fell, that he might go to his own Place. And HEY gave 
forth HEIN Lots; and the Lot fell upon Matthias, and be was mumbred 
among the eleven Apoſiles. Now does this Conduct ſhow any thing like 


a Superiority in St. Peſer? or can there be a more levelling W 
| 0 


+ 2 Sam. vii. 10. 5 1 Cor. xi. 19. || Ren. xi. 11. p. 27, I A f. 


38 A REPLICATION # 


of chuſing any Thing than chooſing of it by Lot? Peter indeed ſtood 
up and ſpoke in the Aſſembly, and his Speech was approved of by 
3 reſt of the Apoſtles, but ſurely every Body that ſpeaks in an Aſ- 
ſembly is not therefore the Preſident. Or though appointed Preſident 
or Chairman of the Aſſembly, he might have no Authority over the 
reſt, but what was put into his Hands for that Time by his Equals. 
Bur, continues our Author, $ After the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, 
be firſt preached the Goſpel to the Fews, and converted in that firſi Sermon 
three thouſand of them. Now if the Scriptures ſay what is true, this Author 
ſays what is falſe. For before Peter's Sermon is mentioned, it is ſaid 
that in the Room where the Apoſtles were aſſembled || there ap 
eleven Tongues like as of Fire, and it ſat upon each of them : And they were 
ALL Filled with the Holy Ghoſt, and began to ſpeak with other Tongues as 
the Spirit gave them utterance : & The wonderful Works of Chriſt. And 
it was not till after this, when ſome that were preſent who did not un- 
derſtand their variety of Languages, ++ Mocking ſaid, theſe Men are 
full of new M ue; that St. Peter's Speech is recorded, which begins ac- 
cordingly, ** 27 Men of Judea, and all ye that dwell at Jeruſalem, be 
this known unto you, and bearken to my Words: For theſe are not drunken, 
c&c. But what if he had been the firſt after our Saviour's Death, that 
had preached the Goſpel of Chrift to the Fews ? What Furiſdifion 
would this have given him over the reſt of the Apoſtles? It might 
have given him the ||| 74ght of Apoſtleſhip over thoſe he converted. 
But ſurely it could not confer any manner of Juri/difion, as diſtinct 
from that of Apoſtleſbip, either over them, or any Body elſe. 
Aealx, our Author ſays, He (Peter) firſt of all preached the ſame 
Goſpel to the Gentiles, What then? Almighty God had a Mind to 
ew a particular Favour to Cornelius, a devout, or proſelyted Gentile, 
who lived at Cæſarea; and at that Time Peter hap to be at 
Joppa, a neighbouring Town; and God was pleaſed to direct Corne- 
laws to ſend to Peter; and to order Peter to go to Cornelius, to preach 
the Goſpel unto him. But what does this prove? What Juriſdiction 
1s there here exerciſed over the reſt of the Apoſtles, as diſtinct from 
the Power of Apoſtleſhip ? according to this Author's own notable 
DiſtinEtion. If the Gentiles were to be called in, ſome Body muſt have 
been the firſt Preacher to them ; but what Connexion is there between 
this and exerciſing Juriſdiction over the Apoſtles ? St. Paul pal 9 
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firſt who preached the Goſpel to the Tdolatrous Gentiles, but what 
then? Did any Man of common Senſe ever pretend to argue from 
thence for his Supremacy over the Apoſtles? It gave him a Right, in- 
deed, as he was appointed thereunto by Chriſt, to ſtyle himſelf The 
Apoſtle of the Gentiles, but cannot poſſibly be a Proof of his having ex- 
erciſed any Juriſdiction over the reſt of the Apoſtles. _ ol 
Bur our Author ſays alſo, that He (Peter) wrought the firſt Miracle 
in Teſtimony of the Chriſtian Faith. And to prove this, he quotes Acts 
ut, 6, But if this Author had given himſelf leave to have read the 
preceding Chapter, he would have found, that before this, upon the 
Converſion of the three thouſand, it is there ſaid, that q many Wonders 
and Signs were done by the Apoſiles. But what if Peter had been the firſt? 
Is there any more Force in this Argument than there is in the forego- 
ing ones, which prove nothing at all to the Purpoſe ? 9 
Bur our Author comes in the laſt Place to prove the Juriſdiction of 
Peter over the Apoſtles, by aſſerting, that Peter || preſided at the A 
Poſtles Council held in Jeruſalem, where be ſpake firſt, and pronounced ths 


Decree. Here are three Things afferted. iſt, that Peter prefided. 
ed the Decree. 


2dly, that be ſpake firſt. dly, that be pronounc 
Each of which Aſſertions is as fir from Truth, as Hell is far from 
Heaven. As to the Preſidency of St. Peter in that Aſſembly; the 
Replyer to this Author's former Anſwer, manifeſtly ſhewed, that it 
was James, the then Biſhop of Feruſalem, who preſided in that Coun- 
cil held at Feruſalem, which indeed appears from the whole Story, as 
related Acts 15. Nor was Peter either the firſt, or laſt, who fpoke 
in the Debate, for it is there poſitively ſaid, that Peter did not riſe 
up to ſpeak till + after there had been much debating. And when Peter 
had done, than FF Fames roſe up, and takes Notice of Peter's Speech, 
and cloſes the Debate, and pronounces the Decree in theſe remarkable 
Words. I Fherefore My SENTENCE is, that we trouble not them, 
which from among the Gentiles are turned io God: But that wwe write un- 
to them that they abſtain from Pollutions of Idols, and from Formecation, 
and from Things ſtrangled, and from B How ought ſo corrupt an 
Author to be treated? The Chaſtiſement which Solomon appoints * 
for the back of him that is void of Underſtanding, would be too gentle a 
Cotrection for him. The Biſhop owns himſelf tired with —__ 
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his Uatruths and his falſe Quotations, and- expoſing the fallacy of his 
Arguments; and acknowledges himfelf to, be in the Condition of a 
Man chat is fatigued with fighting in his Sleep, or as the common Ex- 
preſſion is fighting with a Shadow. Since all the Arguments, made uſe 
of by this Author, are only ſo many Apparitions, towards which, when 
the Biſhop had approached, and come within reach of a blow, the 
Argument — Ge and he had nothing to combat with but Air. 
-  Tavs having co conſidered the Spiritual Power of the Pope, we now 
come to his Temporal. Which this Author declares, & was entirely 
__ owing to the Picty and Liberality of the Cbriſtian Princes, particularly the 
moſt Cbriſtian Monarchs of — And here the Biſhop acknowledges 
that this Author ſpeaks ſome Truth for once, and that the Temporal 
Power of the Pope was owing to Chriſtian Princes, and particularly to 
the moſt Chriſtian Monarchs of France. But denies that this was owing 
either to their Piety or Liberality. For the Biſhop does not think it ei- 
ther 2 pious or a liberal Act to rob Paul to give to Peter. And the 
Biſhop cannot conceive what Right the moſt Chriſtian Monarchs of 
Fance had to diſpoſe of the Emperor's Dominions in [taly, and give 
them to the Pope. The Kings of France, from the riſe of that King- 
4 dom, - have been jealous of = Power of the Empire, and were glad 1 
to take the Part of a faucy, proud, ambitious, rebellious Eccleſiaſtick, 
to ſet him up, and ſupport him againſt his rightful and lawful Sove- 
reign. .. And it was with a political View, but far from a pious one, 
that the moſt Chriſtian Monarchs of France took the Opportunity of 
troubleſome Times, in the Empire, to carry their Arms into 1taly, and 
diſmember. the Imperial Dominions of thoſe Ter, which they 
J 0 liberally and piouſly conferred on the Pope. 
Bor why is the Piety and Liberality of the moſt Chriſtian Mo- 
.narchs of France towards the Pope, taken ſuch particular Notice of 
by this Author, as to be inſerted in Italick Characters? In anſwer to 
which, ieee that this Part of the Ræjoinder is taken out 1 
of the Treatiſc entitled, 4 brief biſtorical_ Account of the Vaudois, which 
Paper was written at a Time when the Arms of France were in their 
Splendor, and threatned the Liberties of Europe; and though at pre- 
ent ĩt hath pleaſed God, in ſome Meaſure, to abate their Pride, and 
confound their Devices, yet if Things ſhould take a different Turn, 


which God forbid, che Mop canner help thinkibg that theſe = 


n l 


* 


Pope, with Reference to Ki 
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ſeem again inſerted to engage the Affections of the Iriſß Papiſts, and 
preſerve them from being alienated from the Intereſt of the Court of 
France. | £1." OI 

Anp now this Author comes to define what he means by the Supre- 
macy of the Pope, which ſays he, || conſiſts in a Special Right of a general 
Inſpeftion and Correction, that the Biſhop of Rome bas with Regard 10 
Religion, over all the faithful who compoſe the Church of Chriſt, and that 
not to tyrannize but to ſerve the Spouſe of Chriſt, &c. The Biſhop: of 
Corke cannot but obſerve, that this Author explains himſelf with great 
Tenderneſs and Delicacy uponthisSubject ; he ſeems unwilling to ſpeak 
out; he is afraid of burning his Fingers, and yet reſerves Fire enough, 


under the Embers of a ſeeming Moderation, to blow up into'a Blaze 


whenever he thinks proper. For, ſays he, the Supremacy of the Pope 
conſiſts in a Special Right of Inſpection and Correction, that the 
Biſhop of Rome has, with regard to Religion, over all the Faithful. 
By which Words of Inſpection and Corremion muſt be underſtood not 
only the Power of Apoſtleſbip over the inferior Clergy and Laity with- 
in his Province of Rome, 5 but of ' Furi/diFion over all the Faithful 


with regard to Religion; that is not only over all the Paſtors and 


Biſhops, but alſo over all the Princes who profeſs Chriſtianity. And 
how far this Expreſſion with regard to Religion may be extended, "this 


Author manifeſtly ſhews in the Preface to his Rejoinder, where he 
ſapports the Independency of the Church upon 


the State, by exempt- 
ing the Clergy from all Juriſdiction but that of their Church Superiors. 
Every Body, who is the leaft acquainted with the Hiſtory of 


England, knows what Diſturbances were raiſed upon this Account in 


the Affair of Thomas Becket; and the Hi of the Conduct of the 


og Foun, is ſo known, as to need no 
pute the 


Pope carried his Regard to Reli- 


vation. In which D 


gion ſo far, as to collect Taxes in England by. Virtue of his Papal Au- 
thorityz and obliged the King to reſign his Crown into his 


ands, 
and become a Tributary Prince to the See of Rome. But, to convince 
this Author that the Biſhop has no Deſire to inflame the Debate, he is 
willing at preſent to wave this Part of the Queſtion ; and to attend him 


in thoſe Inftances of the Supremacy, which this Author chuſes to pro- 
- duce, in that Part of his Treatiſe, which he is pleaſed to entitle tbe 
' Biſhop of Rome's Supremacy acknowledged by the Primitive Church. 


F 
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rr And ſpeak- 

ing of the Council of Chalceadan, which was held in the Year 451, he 
ſays chat zboſe Perſons who gave Occaſion io call this Council, and their 

Feenſers equally applied to St. [Leo then baun, Rome, as to their com- 

men Father and Superior. That the Emperors then rejgning, Theodoſius 

er Ant. — pc 2 about that Time, 


his Proofs, for theſe Aſlerti- 
not ſay, whether the Quotations he produces 
of the Gleanings of ſome old Controverſial 
fictitious Productions of his own Brain. But to 
ve that both they, and the Aſſertions founded thereon, are entirely 

le, the Biſhop will make uſe of the ſame Authority 3 

for being an unexceptionable Evidence; and t 

the famous Dr. Dupin who lived and died in the Communion "the 


| any mg 
aſſerts. For Mr. Dupin days, I chat the two Perſons, who gave Occa- 


Hon to the calling of this Council, were Zxiyches, a Prieſt and Abbot 
of the Monaſtery of 


— 
mib writing — — —.— 
cil. Which the IT et and in the mean time to al- 
ſemble the Biſhops refiding in Caꝝſtantinople, to examine the Acts of 
the preceding Council. +f And Patricius Florentinus being nominated by 
the Emperor, beld the chief Place in it as Judęe But nothing was done 
in this Council. In the mean time ſeveral Letters 8 
Leo, Weener e is Afar. 
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having written to Flavian in Favour. of Eutyches, Flavian in return 
ſent ham a Copy of the Acts of the Council of Conſtantinople; and in 
a ſecond Letter prays him, 10 make | known the Condemnation of Eu- 
22 mae THE BiSHoPS SUBJECT TO THE . ee 
or any one not being informed of it, ſhould write to him or cum- 
municaie taith bim. I he Poe ſays Dupin, was of Opinion at firſt as 
Flauian, that it was not neceſſary to call a general Council, 
in the Ea, and to prevent it prayed Theodoſius jo call one in 
Italy; but before the Emperor had received this Letter, be had appeint- 
ed a Caunal to meet at Epbeſus, at the humble R of Dioſcorus 
Biſhop of Alexandria, for the Re- examination of the Buſineſs of Ezty- 
chen. Les having Notice of it, and 5 being 10 it, as other 
Biſbops were, nominated three Legates, to whom he gave ſeveral Le- 
ters. In the firſt of which was drawn up a Confeſſion of Faith. In 
the — abuſes Eutyches and his Doctrine. The 2 di- 
rected to the Emperor, mentioning that Eutycbes was apparently in an 
Error. The fourth was to the Palcheria, commending her 
Zeal, and complaining that the Emperor bad appointed the Council upon 
Daly had not ſufficient time to 
The fifth was diretted to the 


_ Taz Emperor wrote ſeveral Letters; the ſeventh of which 
is a Letter to Diaſcorus, in which br gives him the Precedence of the 
Biſbops, and the chief Authority in the Council. | 
T m1s. Council met Aug. 8. 449; | It was made up of one hundred 


ſays Dupin, had opened the Council, by 
that the EmPzRrOR bad cauſed them to meet to 
of Faith, diſputed between Flavian and Tay 
cles, aui had read the Emperor's Letter for calling of the Council; 
then made Excuſes fon Nope Leu, that. he did. not come in 
N i eee 1} 0199 ere ene 114k 20 e 
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cauſe there was no Precedent that it had ever been done in any Council. 
He then required them to receive and read the Pope's Letter, in which 
he explained the Doctrine of the Church, but, ſays Mr. Dupin, they 
did not read this Letter, but the Emperor's. In ſhort, Eutycbes was ac- 
ly own Upon which the Pope wrote to the Emperor Theodaſius, in 
is own and his Brethren's Name, {| that the Council which he bad 
to be called at Epheſus, had depraved the Purity of the Faith, 
ind Diſcipline of the Church: And ſays, that all the Churches, and 
all the Weſtern Biſhops did implore bim with Tears and Sighs, that ſince 
the of the Holy See had oppoſed it, and Havian had preſent- 
ed an Appeal, bis Majeſty would call a general Council in Italy, which 
might either wholly remove or mitigate the Cauſes of the Diſcontent. 
lives, lays Dupin, He could never get a Council called while Theodofius 
Upon the Death of Theodofius, Marcian who ſucceeded him, 'in 
the Year 450, entered upon the Throne with different Sentiments, be- 


cauſe Pulcheria, the Siſter of Theodofius, by whoſe he was 
advanced to that Dignity, had a At mth —— for the of 
Rome. So that the Emperor Marcian Leo were both of the 


ſame Mind as to the calling of a — 5 t Leo defired it might 
meet in Italy ; whereas the Emperor peremptorily reſolved it ſhould be in 
the Eaft. And accordingly R APrOHII NID one at Nice in Bitaynia Sept. 
1, 451, to which the Pope ſent his Legates, and wrote a Letter to 
the Biſhops of the Couucil, 10 excuſe bimſelf from not coming to the Coun- 
til, by reaſon of the Cuflom. That is, the Want of a Precedent. 

On the firſt of September, which was 'the Day appointed for the 
Beginning of the Council, ſeveral Biſhops came to Nice, and having 
EIS r peror, they 
wrote to him, to ſuffer the Council to begin. To which the Emperor 
returned them this Anſwer, that the Legates of the Pope having de- 
fired that he ſhould be there in Perſon, and that his Affairs having not 
hitherto ſuffered him, nor yet permiting him to go to Nice, he deſired 
them to come to Chalcedon, where they ſhould hold a Council. 
Accor r, this Council was held in the great Church of St. 
Eupbemia in Chalcedon, Od. 8, in 451 : * The Emperor's commiſſion- 
ed Officers, an the Counſellors of State being preſent, wao were To 
DIRECT ALL THEIR Mor ions; and were ſet in the Middle of the 

- Council, 


j Dup. Ba- E. BU Ea. Cent. 5. P. 228. { Page 229. Page 230. 


the REJOINDER, Se. 45 

Council, near the Rails of the Altar. On the left Hand were 

the Pope's Legates, next to them Anatolius Biſhop of -Conftants-. 

nople, &c. But, upon the right Hand were Dioſcorus Biſhop of Aller- 
andria, and Juvenal Biſhop 05 Feruſalem, &c. 

Uros hearing of the . the Commiſſioners, ſays Dupin, contladed 


that Eutyches had been falſely . and that Dioſcorus Biſhop of 
Alexandria, who had preſided in 


Council of Epbeſus, ſnould be de- 


clared unworthy of his Epiſcopal Office. The Commiſſioners then re- 
commended it to the Biſhops, to draw up a Confeſſion of Faith. Up- 
on which the Biſhops having met Oober 13, f without the Commuſſt- 
oners, to draw up a Confeſſion of Faith, it was only in that private 
Aſſembly, that the Pope's Legates are ſaid to have made that Speech, 
which is quoted by the Author of the Rejoinder, wherein the Pope's: 
Legates propote-the Form of Depoſition of — to be in theſe 
Words: 5 Leo Archbiſhop of old Rome, doth by us, and by the Synod, 
with the Authority of St. Peter, <vbo is the Rock and Foundation of the 
Church, and the Ground of Faith, depoſe bim from his Epiſcopal Authority. 
Ax D when the Confeſſion of Faith was drawn up and agreed upon, then 
November 25, the Emperor Marcian came in Perſon to the Council, and 
required the Synod to e ſome Regulations, which made, and which 
be thought more for the Honour of the Synod to confirm by the Authority 


of the Biſhops, than to make them himſeif by a Law. Which Regulati- 
ons were concerning the Conduct of Monks within their Monaſteries. 


Forbidding Clergymen to hold Farms: And Clergymen to remove 
from one Church to another, without Leave of their Biſnhop. Which 
the Biſhops approving of, made ſeveral Canons ſuitable thereto. And 
it was in the 17th! Canon of this very Council, that it was decreed, 
* That the Churches or Pariſhes ſhould remain under the Furi/diftion of 
thoſe Biſhops who are in e them, eſpecially if tbey | have been jo 
for thirty Years paſt ; but, if within thirty Nars there have been any 
Diſputes about them, it ſhall be permitted tu refer themſelves io the Pro: 
vincial Synod : Or, "if it be Biſhop pho: is injured by bis Metropolitan, 
be may have Recourſe to the Patriarch of. bis: Dioceſe, or ta the Biſhop: of 
Conſtantinople. Where it is to be obſerved, that the Biſbop of Cn. 
Nantinople, and not the Biſhop of Name, is here placed at the Head of 
the Chriſtian Church, in this Council where the Pope's Legates were 
— and that the Biſhop of Rane in on conſidered upon a Level 


with 
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wich other Patriarehs. The 28th Canon of this ſame Council graut 
tothe Church of the City of Conſtantinople, which is called new Rome, 
the: ſame Provileges with ald Rome, becauſe this City is the ſecond City in 
" theWorld. It alſo adjudges to it, 81D Bs THIS, the Furiſdigion over 
tbe Diaceſes of Pontus, Aſia and Thrace, and over the Churches which 
ave out of | the Bounds of re. Which being all ratified by the 
Emperor, he made two Edits, fays Dupin, to-prevent all Oppoſition 


* 


Asp now the Reader has before him, an Abſtract of the Occaſion, 
of the Method of Calling, and of the Meeting of that 
1 to which the Author of the Reja: 

ope's Supremacy. And the B. 
unprejudiced Reader's Breaſt to declare, 


- 
. 


| * © of the Cuſtom, thathe 
obſerved, that this great Saint, this Saint, Len, as 
Church of Nome, had either 
and therefore: muft have becn preſent, in the Council of 
mentioned: L xv. or that he did not loo upon St. Peter as 
hisPredeceſſers. And as to the Freſideney of the Pope's Legates 
Councils, tha is ſo contra to Truth, that it is manifeſt neither t 
Pope, noe any: Legate preſent Council, 


] 


: 
8, 


9 


S 


7 
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for the Emperor. In the Council held ar EpBefus Ann: 449, nag? 
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the Pope's Legates were preſent, neither they nor the Biſhop of Robe- 
fus prefided, but Digſcorus Biſhop of Alexandria, who was made Pre- 
meg by ibs ew Oe And the Pope's Legates beld but 
the ſecond Place. And at the Council of Chalcedon, Ann. 451, they 
ſate only in the third Place: For the Emperor's Commiſſioners, «vbo 
were to diret} all their Motions, were placed in the Middle, and Digſco- 
rus Biſhop of Alexandria, ſate on the right Hand, and the Pope's 
Legates on the left, It likewiſe * the Emperor Marcian 
did not make his Addreſs to the Pope Wau this Council, as is 
aſſerted by our Author, but that the Pope ww the Churches, and 
the Weſtern Biſhops, applied unto him, and meg with Tor and 
Sigbs, that bis would call & Council. 

Ir is alſo far from being true, that the Council was opened in the 
Pope's Name, according to this Author's Aſſertion; ſince Dupin, 
when he mentions the Method purſued in opening the Council of E&pbe- 
ſus, fays politively, that it was by the chief Notary's having declared 
to the Biſhops, that abe Emperor bad canjed them Io meet, pa of 6 read 
the Emperar's Letter for the of the Council. And with regard 40 
the Council of Chalcedon, held Aus. 41, he ſays, that the Emperor's 
commiſſioned Officers and Counſellosof State were preſent; vobo were 
42 direct all their Motions, and were ſeated in the Miidle of the Coun- 

cil, near the Rails of che Altar; whom he afterwards calls * the Fudges. 
The next Council which this Author appeals to, is the general Coun- 
cil held at Epheſus twenty Years before, Gl wa 1 And now 
let us ſee what Account the learned Dupin giv . e which 
our Author ays + was called by . and in which St. 
Cyril preſided by „ ſpecial Commiſion from fe Page and in bis Name. 
Now Dupe palitively declares, that | Theodofaus the Emperor ſeeing that 
a Council Fats defired by both Files, and believing it neceſſary io appeaſe 
_the Troubles of the Church, apPoOLlNTED it af on Pentecoſt 3 in 
the falluing Year. The Circular Letter which 
chief Metropolitans to it, bares Date November 19, Ann. 430. In 
which Letter the Zmperor Tays, $ that it was mis . to provide for 
the Peace and Walfare of the Church, do hinder that it he mt troubled with 
 Sclvifns and Divifions, to provide that Retigion be preſerved inits Purity, 
and that tbe Clergy and Biſbops live unblameable Lives, How unfortu- 
2K is che Author of the Rejoinder mee. 
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duce the calling of this Council, as a Proof for the Supremacy of the 
Pope? Bur poſſibly he will deny his having made uſe of this Council 
for that End; as he did his having quoted the Original Inſtitution of 
the Euchariſt in St. Mathery to prove the Doctrine of Communion in 
one Kind. And indeed he will be in the right of it, if he does ; for 
it is certain that he produced them to quite different Purpoſes ; but as 
certain it is, that this Author's Arguments are perpetually flying in his 
own Face. And, indeed, one would wonder what it is that can pro- 
voke a Perſon ſo ignorant in his own Profeſſion, to turn Author. One 
chat is ſo unknowing in the Scriptures of the New, as well as of the 
Old Teſtament, and is fo unſkilled in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, who is 
at the ſame Time poſſeſſed with the Spirit of Scribling, muſt ſurely 
make a very contemptible Figure in every Body's Opinion, but his 
-own ; where a ſufficient Quantity of Conceit will make ample Amends 


for all thoſe Deficiencies. | 
Bu r to Mr. Dupin ſays, that the E wrote a Letter 


particularly to St. Cyril, to tell him, that he looked upon bim as the Au- 
thor of this Trouble, and therefore commanded him peremplorily to be pre- 

"ſent at the Council. The Emperor alſo ſent Count Candidian to aſſiſt 

at this Council, as his Commiſſioner. And when the Day of Pente- 
coft, which was June 7, Ann. 431, was come, f Cyril, Patriarch of 

Alexandria, with 50 Egyptian Biſhops, and Neſtorius, with 10 Biſhops 
pent, and the 
yet arrived, becauſe 
of Alexandria, 
Egyp 


? 


Fer * of 68 Biſh 

"required them to ſtay till the Arrival of the Eaſtern and W Bi- 
"ſhops; yet they would not delay any longer proceeding to Buſineſs, 
although they were alſo oppoſed therein by Candidian, the Emperor's 
*Commiſſioner. For Peter, the chief Notary, having in a few Words, 
declared the Cauſe of this Council's meeting, they made him read the 
Em s circular Letter ſent to the Metropolitans, and Candidian 
having his Commiſſion, "Cyril inſiſted that it ſhould be read, 


and the Council begin. But Candidian declared, that he did _— 
7 D. cent. 5. p. 196. 
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duce his Commiſſion with an Intent to begin -the Council, but 
know the Emperor's Mind, and demanded that they ſhould ftay 
the Eaſtern and Weſtern Biſhops were arrived, ſaying, that it was the 
Emperor's Defign io make this a general Council, and not a partitular and 
private Aſſembly. And becauſe they would not regard his Advice, he 
retired, and immediately entered his Proteſt againſt the Count, 
But Cyril, with the reſt of his aſſociate Biſhops, would not defift, not- 

- withſtanding that Neſtorius, with above 50 other ſubſcribing Biſhops, - 
proteſted againſt their Proceedings. | 
On the 10th of Fuly following, Philip and Arcadius, Legates of 
the Church of Rome, arrived at Epheſus, and joining themſelves with 
Cyril and his Synod, according to their Inſtructions, by which they 
were ordered to act in Conjunction with him, they held a Seſſion the 
ſame Day. The Legates brought likewiſe a Letter from the Pope to 
Cyril, in anſwer to one written from Cyril to the Pope, wherem he 
conſulted him whether he might ſtill receive Neſtorius, the Time which 
he had fixed being paſſed; to which the Pope anſwers, & That we 
muſt always receive a Sinner, when be returns, and that we muſt 
endeavour to appeaſe the Troubles raiſed in the Church, He tells him 
likewiſe, That be earneſtly defired, that Neſtorius might again repent, 
and that he may be again received. < F 
HRE now is the true and real Account of that Council which our 
Author declares, was called by the Pope s Authority ; and that Cyril 
ſided in it by a Special Commiſſion from the Pope, and in bis Name. Both of 
which Aſſertions are ſo abſolutely falſe, that it is manifeſt beyond con- 
tradition, that this Council was called by the ſole Authority of the 
Emperor, the very Pretence. which Cyril took for beginning the De- 
bate, i. e. becauſe the Em $ Letter for ſummoning the Council had 
been read by the Chief Notary, and that the Emperor's Commiſſioner 
had uced his Commiſſion, by which Means he inſiſted upon it, 
| i that the Council had been regularly opened, being a ſufficient Proof 
that it was called in the Emperor's Name. And as to Cyris 3 
by a Special Commiſſion from the Pope, and in his Name, it is al 
manifeſt that this ſeditious Eccleſiaſtick aſſumed the Place of Preſident, 
upon the retreating of the Emperor's Commiſſioner, on the 22d Day 
of June, 18 Days before the Arrival of the Pope's Legates, or of any 
Letter that he could poſlibly 2 from the Pope, to 3 
1 — 
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other Purpoſe. - It is, beſides, abſurd to ſuppoſe, that the Pope ſhould 
name him Preſident of the Aſſembly, whoſe Conduct was to be tried 
in that Aſſembly, the Emperor having peremptorily commanded bim to 
he preſent, becauſe be looked upon him as the Author of thoſe Troubles; 
or to ſuppoſe that the Pope- ſhould voluntarily Place any other Perſon 
above his own Nor is there the leaſt Word in the Pope's 
—_— © X's grove by Dapiti 3 
wa 
f — Author allows that the firſt (rant of Conſtantinople, An. 
$1, was talled hy the Emperor without the Popes participation, but 
ys he, 2 Poor Man! he as hard put to it for 
an Excuſe, hen he could nor find a better. But it is to be fu 
that he will ay the ſame, Thi for the Emperof's ſummoning the 
Council at Epheſus, An. 431, when he tecollects, that: the Emperor's 
circular Letter, which he ſent to the ſeyeral Metropolitans, to engage 
them to attend, and to which the Pope by ſending his Le- 
gates, contained theſe Words, f That it chat his (the Emperor's) Du- 
fy i provi for the Peace. and Welfare of the Church, 46 binder, that it 
not troubled with Schifms and Diviſions, io provide that Religion be pre- 
ſerved in its Purity, and that the Clergy and Biſhops - lead unblameable 
Lives: Notwithſtanding that this circular Letter, which was ſent to 
ſummon the Biſhops to attend, was dated Nov.19, 430, and the Coun- 
cil was not appointed to meet till the yth of June, 431. 

As to the famous Council -of Nice,. mentioned by out Author, 
which was afiembled-Ap,. 325, Dupin poſitively ſays, that zbis 
| 38. the. Emperor to meet at Nice, a 
of Bytbinia, about the Month of Fuly, An. gag, inthe ſecond Vear of 
Canſtantine s Reign; that Sylveſter was then Biſhop of Rome; who 
lent thither Victor and Vitentms, his 3 and to the eternal Shame 
of this Author and his Affertions, neither the Pope not his Legates, 
nor the Biſhop of Nice preſided in this Aſſembly, but Hoſes, RP 
of Corduba in Spain, probably by Appointment of the Emperor, who 
yas then at Nice. "And inſtead of acknowledging the Supremacy of 
the Pope, as our Author aſſerts, this Council is a ſtrong and an 
Proof againſt it. For in the Gh Canon of this very Council are 
Words, $$ Ve ordain, that the ancient Cuſtom ſpall b obſerved, which 
| a aaa; SE EE * 
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Libya and Pentapolis, bzcauſe the Biſhop of Rome bas THE LIKE: Jo 
RISD1ICTION over all the \|| Suburbicary "Now the Biſhop of 
Corte deſires to know what Juriſdiction this Canon gives the Biſbop of 
Rome, any where but in his own Suburbicary Regions, within the Lis 
mits of his own Patriarchate? And whether it does not give the lie 
to the Biſhop of Alexandria, within the Limits of Egypt, 
Libya, and Pemtalopis ? And if this be all the Juriſdiction, which the 
1 Biſhop of Rome claims, under the Title of his Supremacy, the Biſhop of 
Corke would be far from refuſing it to him. But the Biſhop of Corke 
cannot help obſerving again, that this Author is very unhappy in his 
Quotations, and that all his Proofs, like falſe Allies in the Day of 


Battle, turn their Swords againſt the Perſon, who brought them into 
the Field. 
became 


Tat Truth ef the Fact is this, that before the Emperors 
City of Rome being then the chief Seat of the Empire, 


Chriſtian, the 
it is reaſonable to think, that Perſons, moſt remarkable for their Re- 
ligion and Learning, would be pirched upon by the generality of 
Chriſtians, both Clergy and Laity, to fill that See. And when 4.D. 3 
the Emperor a Chriſtian, it is to be preſumed, that the Biſhop 
of Rome would greatly and highly reſpected by him : And that he 
would be principally conſulted in all Ecclefiaſtical Affairs. The have- 
ing of a Pri > Var, is a fure Method of gaining Reſpect; and it is 
no no Wonder, if upon this Account alone, the Biſhop of Rome ſhould 

have a hi h Regard paid him by al inferior , as well as by thoſe 

who hv a greater Diſtance from Court, an ſhould be applied to 

by the Biſhops and Clergy in all Diſputes between one another, as a 

proper Perſon to repreſent Things truly to the Emperor; which Cir- 

cumftance, in the Hands of a Set of artful and ambitious Men, might 

in the compaſs of one Century, be made uſe of as a Foundation” of 

claiming a'Preſcription for Appeals in future Ages: Since by making 

'" it a ſtanding Maxim to give Encouragement, and to uſe their full — | 
tereſt with the Emperor, in favour of thoſe, who applied to the Biſhop 

of Rome for Redrefs, they would be pretty ſure of having Applica- 
tion made to them by one of the contending Parties at leaſt, which 
G 2 p we 

u The Suburbicary Regions or the ten Provinces which were under the Ju uriſdic: | 


tion of the Temporal Vicar of Reme, were, 1. „ cia and Un 
Picenum Suburbicariam. 4 7; 5. Apulia and C alabris, 


s ®< +4 


7. Samnium* 8. Saru hin. or fica. 10. Valeria. Which then compoled the oo | 
— of the Biſhop of "Lal | | | 
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we find by Experience came frequently to be the Caſe ; and in a little 


Lime came to be fo great a Vexation and Grievance in the Chriflian 
Church, by e g Biſhops to appeal from their own M 
tan, and private Clergy to diſobey their Biſhops, that ſeveral very 
early Canons were made to prevent it. Thus we find in the Council 
341. 0f Antioch; | An. 341, that the 14th Canon ſays, In caſe the Biſhops 
of one Province cannot agree about judging of a Biſhop, the Metropolitan 
may call in the Biſhops of the neighbouring Province. And in the 15th 
Canon it is ordained, that if 4 Biſhop is condemned unanimouſly by all the 
| Bisbops of the Bramince, be cannot be judged a-new. In the Year 418, 
9. 418.2 Council was called at Carthage in Africa, the gth Canon of which 
enjoins, that zf the Prieſts and Deacons, and other Clerks, complain of 
their Biſhops Fudgment, they Hall be judged by the neighbouri Biſhops, 
with the Conſent of their oxon : that if they Appeal from this — — it 
muſt be to the Council of Africa, and it excommunicates thoſe who make 
their Appeals to Fudges beyond the Seas. 
Taz Reaſon of All which Proceedings cannot appear in a ſtronger 
nor fairer Light, than by reporting a Matter of Fact, related by M. 
Dupin, to have happened * A.D. 418, which the Biſhop will furniſh 
9. 418. the Reader with in the Authors own Words. Urbanus, Biſh 
« of Sicca, a City of Mauriania Cæſarienſis, did both degrad =_ 
„ excommunicate Apiarius, a Preſbyter, as one that — = un- 
« lawfully ordained. This Man repaired to Pope Zofimus, who re- 
« ceived him kindly, and admitted him to the Communion. . This 
„ Pope's Action, 3 to the Rules of the Church, which forbid 
« Biſhops to receive thoſe Clerks that are excommunicated by * 
«Brethren, amazed the African Biſhops. But + Zoſimus ſeeking 
<c wnity to extend bis Dominion, and increaſe his Authority, would 
<< not let this Occaſion ſip. Wherefore he ſent Legates into Africa, to 
<« cauſe ws to be reſtored, and to ſupport their Pretenſions they 
« a] the Canons of the Council of Sardica, which, they ſaid, 
allowed of A to the See of Rome. 
« Upox which the African Biſhops, though they had no Know-. 
y * of any ſuch Canons, yet becauſe tbe Pope: Legates poſitively, 
urge 
„Du. Cent. 5. p. 224. + N. B. This Zofimus, 4 P. 


| cited Biſhop of Marſeilles, to before a Council at Reme for 
Ordinations, and condemned him, as he mentions in ſeveral of his Let- 


ters; . probably encouraged him to try his Strength alſo in 
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« urged them, promiſed, out of Reſpe& to that Council, to 
* obſerve theſe Canons, till they had received out of Greece true Co- 
<6 pies of that Council, upon Condition, that if theſe Canons were not 
te there, they would not endure this new Yoke, which ſeemed to be an 
«© Efett of Ambition; and that they ſhould be ſuffered to enjoy their an- 
c cient Privileges. Theſe Copies were not long in coming; they 
<« received them in November in the ſame Year, but they did not find 
al. « the Canons alledged by Zoſimuys Legates which ſeemed to have 
« put an End to the Diſpute. But after the Death of Zeſimus and 
« Boniface, Apiarius applying himſelf to Pope Celeftine, he received 
«. him kindly, and admitted him again to Communion, and wrote 
« in his Behalf to the African Biſhops, and ſent Fauſtinus to procure 
<« his Reſtoration, But the African Biſhops: having met to examine 
« this Affair, wrote a Letter to Pope Cæleſtine, in which, after men- 
<« tioning the Impoſition put upon them by Pope Zoſemus, they conclude 
te their Letter with aduiſing bim to ſend no more Clerks into Africa to 
« ſee bis Judęments executed, leſt be ſhould ſeem to introduce into the 
„ Church, which breaths nothing but Humility, the Pomp and Vanity ef 
©« the Ape.” 11 $1 
> i - Tn = Biſhop of Corte is ſorry to find himſelf obliged to relate 
ſuch an infamous Story of a Chriſtian Biſhop, leſt the Sons of the 
Philiſtines ſhould rejoice, and the Offspring of the Uncircumciſed 
ſhould triumph. But the Author of the Rejoinder having inſiſted 
it, that the Biſhop of Corte ſhould point out, Ibo were the firſt Au- 
thors of Popery ? When did the Change happen? Was it from Eaſt, 
Weſt, North, or South? He thought himſelf obliged, for the Satiſ- 
faction of this Author, to ſpeak the Truth out; and lay before him 
the pious and catholick Methods, which were purſued by the moſt 
early Popes to obtain their beloved Supremacy ; and now that the Bi- 
ſhop of Corte is once entered upon this Subject, he deſigns to give this 
1 Author a little more Satisfaction upon this Head. But the Reader 
muſt not expect to hear ſpeedily of any more ſuch violent Attempts as 
thoſe practiſed by Pope Zeſimus, becauſe the Pope of Rome had now 
gotten a Rival in Trade, by the Emperor's going to reſide at Con- 
ſtantinople : The Biſhop of which City began immediately to vie with | 
F the Pope; and, as we ſhall ſoon ſee, got the better of him in a very | 
little time. For in the Council held at Chalcedon, in the Year 451. 4D. 4x | 


at. | | 
| 


| 
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2. 586. Title of Univerſal Patriarch; which did not at a agree 


Name ſhould be thought to oppoſe this only out of Envy, 


in View at 
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at which che Pope's Legates were preſent, it was enacted, by the 
17th Canon, That - if+ a Biſbop imagines bimſelf injured by bis M#tropo- 
litan, be may have receſs to the. Patriareb ́—̃ DX—ͤ— 
"Conſtantinople. And” the 28th Canon grants to the Church” of tht 
of Conſtantinople, cabich is called New Rome, the ſame Privileges 
with Old Rome; becauſe this City is the ſecund City in ibe World. . 
alſo adjudgest0it, BESIDES THIS, the Foriflition over the Dioceſes of 
Pontus, Afia, and Thrace, and over all Churches which are out of the: 
Bounds of the Empire, Here indeed was a violent Stride which the 
The Fares took over the Head of the Biſhop of Rome. 
The ankdicton of the Biſhop of Rome was confined to his own ſubur- 
But the Juriſdiction of the Biſhop of Conſtantinople 


bicary 
was, the 17th Canon, and jud to extend over all 
| by 7 enlarged. ged e 


4 


and was, by the 28th:Canon, continued beyond'the 
Bounds of the Empire, even over India and China, and to the utmoſt 
Bounds of the Earth. And accordingly it was not long before the 
Biſhop of Confiantinople, poor g 6g 586. ;- alfred the 
= 


of Rome, diſclaims this Title, as well 
in himſelf as others; and, in a Letter co the Emperor on this Head, 
lays, that the Title of Univerſal Biſhop-is againſt the Rules of the Gofpel, 
and the Appointment of the Canons ; that there cannot be an Univerſal 
Biſbop, but the Authority of all the others would be deſtroyed or diminiſhed. 
(Humility, ſays a Poet, is young Ambition's Ladder. And accord- 
ingly we find, that the ſucceeding made uſe only of this Con- 
oeſſion, as a Stepping: ſtone to 2 future Grandure. The Point 
— AT. was to pull down the Biſhop of Conſtantinople; 
which, when they had effected, 5% the Rules of the Cel and th 
_ before diſowned, as being 


Views and Deſigns of the Biſhop of Rome; but left the Bi 


$ Gregory VII. called” a Couneit of 11 5 
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leges of the Church of Rome: So different is the Conduct and Beha- 
viour of deſigning Men, in the Days of Adverſity, and in the 
of Proſperity, according to the Obſervation of the Son of Krach, 
which we find verified in the Practice of thoſe ambitious Prelates, 
who, a little after, filled the See of Rome; - for though they bumbled 
themſelves, and went crouching ; yet when they bad overthrown their 
Enemy, they ſtood up in bis Place. But while the Emperor lived at 
Conſtantinople, and Sd in Power and Grandure, this was not 
eaſily to be done. The Buſineſs therefore of the Biſhops of Rome was 
to ſhake off the Yoke of the Emperor as ſoon as ever they could, 
which we ſhall accordingly- find they ſucceſsfully effected, upon the 
very firſt — for about the Tear 726. + the Saracens, A. D. 726. 
ay then broken in upon the Empire, proceeded fo far as to be- 
ſiege Conſtantinople itſelf ; and animated one another in their Cruelties 
2 the Chriſtians, by charging them with Idolatry in the Worſhip 
Images: And therefore Leo Jſaurus, the then Emperor, to deliver 
his People from the Violenee'of their Enemies, and the Church from 
. did, by a ſevere Edict, command that 
* every- where be taken out of the Churches; and ſent 
his ion to the of Rome to do the like; and publiſhed 
a general Edict to that effect. But Gregory II. then Biſhop of Rome, 
finding Matters about chat time fit for a Revolt, laid hold of this Diſ- 
pute, as a convenient Pretence for withdrawing his Allegiance fron 
the Emperor, ho then reſided at Confiantinople ; and inſtead of com- 
yon with this —_ called 3 at Rome, wherein it was 
: 0 , 


88 24 ou. dead Bland. Evi — vit. 
Greg. II. Zonar, Hift. aer Sol. 101. 
Freti's Hiſt. r de r E £2 Low An. "Co 8 
Worſhi nh ans eaten e t on the Uſe 
was to be continued; which had — placing them as 
Crnomeys 4 in Churches, without any of Worſhip or Adoration — ＋ 

m: Though even, this had been forbidden by the 36th Cangn of the Council of 
Bliberis or Elvira, in th of the 4th Centlry, t pe. Gent. 4. 
the Object aur Wink ee, eee. ted therein. P. 243" | 


Bue the ip or Adoration to Pictures — was never | 
7 55 a Far of — 2 — Church, till in a Council held at _ A. D. | 
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Churches; and an Anathema was pronounced againſt the Emperor, 
and all chat had joined with him in forbidding the Uſe thereof. And at 
the ſame time this factious Prelate wrote a very inſolent and haughty 
Letter to the Emperor, for meddling with Church A fairs, and put 
a Stop to the Money the Emperor was raiſing in /taly : And not con- 
tent therewith, he ſeduced the People and the Army of 1taly from 
their Obedience, and raiſed a Rebellion, which the Emperor was 

then unable to ſuppreſs, on account of the many Difficulties he la- 4 
boured under from the Saracens. Then the Pope proceeded to ſeize 
the Exarchate of Ravenna, and the Regions of Pentapelis, the People 
having revolted, and “ laid violent Hands on their Magiſtrates, kil- 
ling the Exarch Paul at Ravenna. But upon a Quarrel between the 
Pope, and Aſtolphus, King of the Lombard, who had retaken theſe 
Places from him, the Pope, ſeeing he could not keep them to him- 
ſelf, + wrote to the Emperor, and ſent Deputies, to let him know 
that it was high time for him to come with an Army, to defend the 

Provinces he had yet in Jtaly, if he had a Mind to preſerve them: 

But Ar there was no Hope left of any Aſſiſtance from the Em- 

lied himſelf to Pepin, King of France, who did freely N 

offer De — to aſſiſt the Pope; and coming with an Army into Hay, | 
and defeating Afolpbus, inſtead of reſtoring Ravenna and Pentapolis to 
its rightful — — Emperor, he Piouſy and liberally made a Do- 
nation of them pray rep and || ſent his Chaplain, the Abboe of 
Fulrad, to offer the Keys of the ſaid Towns upon the Confeſſion of 
St. Peter, that is, — "His T omb at the high Altar. This was in 
D. 755. the Year of Chriſt 755. And 5 hence forward the Popes being tem- 
poral Princes, left off in their Epiſtles and Bulls to note the Years of 
the Em | nei — — not yet Maſter of Rome, or the 

96. 


Campania whic nds it; when “ Le III. therefore was made 
. 796 Pope, A. D. 796. he notified his Election to Charles the Great, the 
Son and Succeſſor of Pepin, ſending to him for a Preſent the golden 
Keys which had been laid on the Tomb of St. Peter, and the Banner 
of the City of Rome ; the firſt as an Acknowledgment of his holding 
the Territories of Ravenna and Pentapolis, as a Donation from his 


Father; and the other, as a Signification that Charles ſhould come and 
ſubdue the Senate and People of Rome, as his Father had done the 
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Exarchate of Ravenna, and Region of Pentapolis, Hence aroſe a 
Miſunderſtanding between the Pope and the City: And two of che 
Clergy having accuſed him of Crimes, the Citizens of Rome, with an 
armed Force, ſeized him, ſtript him of his ſacerdotal Habit, and im- 
priſoned him in a Monaſtery. But by the Aſſiſtance of his Friends he 
made his Eſcape, and fled into Germany to Charles the Great ; who, 
before the End of the Year, ſent the Pope back with a great Retinue. 
And ſoon after came himſelf to Rome, where the Enemies of the 
* to the Number of three hundred, were ſentenced to Death, 
were beheaded in one Day in the Lateran Fields, + He then 
made a Donation of the City and Dutchy of Rome, and its Campania, 
to the Pope, which completed the three Kingdoms, of which the Pa- 
trimony of the Pope is at preſent compoſed. That is, the Exarchate 
of Ravenna, the Region of Pentapolis, and the Campania of Rome. 
Tux Prophet ¶ Daniel, when foretelling the Diſſolution of the 
Roman Empire, ſays, That it ſhall be divided imo ten Horns, or 
Kingdoms, and that another Horn ſha — them, before made 
$ three of the former Horns ſhall fall, ſhall be 3 up by the 
Roots. And behold, ſays he, in this Horn were Eyes like the Eyes of 
a Man, and a Mouth ſpeaking great things, ** whoſe Look was more 
ſtout than his Fellows 3 and the 2 —_— _ War again the Saints, 
and prevailed againſt them. And in ng of this ble, he ſays, 
M1 The ten Horns are ten Kings, that 7 arif 3 and another ' ſhall riſe 
after them, and be ſhall be divers from the firſt ; and be ſhall ſubdue three 
Kings ; and be ſhall ſpeak gre at Words againſt the moſt bigh ;, and ſhall 
wear out the Saints of the 70 Higb; — ſhall think lo change Times 
and Laws. Now it is very remarkable, that of all the Kingdoms 
that have been erected out of the Ruins of the Roman Empire, the 
Pope alone is the ſingle Prince, who wears a triple Crown, and bears 
three Keys for his Coat-of Arms, as the Emblems of thoſe three 
Kingdoms, which he was put in Poſſeſſion of by the Kings of France: 
which ſeems deſigned, by Providence, as a Mark in his Hand, and 
in his Forchead, to point out the Explanation of this Propheſy, in uy 
remarkable a manner, that no body th be — therein. 
as ſoon as the Pope had ſhaken off his Dependence on the Emp 
and was 5 he "began 
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to chink of increaſing his ſpiritual Power; and every Eccleſiaſtick 
who could wield either a Pen, or a Tongue, if he had the leaſt 
Hopes of Preferment, or any other temporal Advantage from the 
Pope, ſet his Wits to work to magnify the Power of the Biſhop of 
Rome, as Succeſſor to St. Peter; by which means this little Horn be- 
came divers from the reſt of the Horns. And having ſubdued three Kings, 
be be ſpeak great Words againſt the moſt High, by __ upon himſelf to 
grant Indulgences for Z ns: And wore out the Saints, in Cruſadoes, 
and Holy Wars: And having à Mouth ſpeaking great s, he 
ſumed to dethrone Kings, and abſolve Subjects from the Obligations 
of their Allegiance : And putting on a Look more ſtout than bis Fellows, 
he wore a triple Crown, and gave his Foot, inſtead of his Hand, to 
be ſaluted by thoſe who approached him: And Advan 
not only of the troubleſome times in the Empire, but alſo of 
times of Darkneſs and Ignorance, with which Europe was at that 
Time overſpread, by means of the Goths, Vandals, and Saracens, 
who deſtroyed all Literature where-ever they came : He made War 
with the Saints, and thought to change Times and Laws. He did in- 
deed think to change Times and Laws. f For, as Dupin obſerves of 
Pope Hildebrand, who took the Name of Gregory VII. A. D. 1073. 
| 20 ſooner was this Man made Pope, but be formed a Deſign of become- 
ang Lord Spiritual and Temporal over the whole Earth; the ſupreme 
Fudge and Determiner of all Affairs, both Eccleſiaſtical and Civil; the 
Diftributer of all manner of Graces, of what Kind ſocuer; the Diſpoſer 
 wionyef cks, Biſbopricts, and other Ecclefiaftical Benefices, 
but ' alſo of Kingdoms, States, and the Revenues of particular Perſons, 
And in another Place he ſays, that bis Aim was to bring all the crowned 
Heads under bis Subjeion, and to oblige them to hold their Kingdoms as 
s from the Holy See, and to them at Diſcretion. Dupin, in- 


- deed, rightly obſerves, That be liv'd in Times very 
wor proper ts eabiſh bis Preteyfon the Em 1 
, France newly conquered by 
the Normans, of the Moors, the 
Kingdom of the North — 49 converted, Italy in the Hands of a great 
many petty Princes, and all Europe divided in Factions. In order, 


— to attain his Ends, in the Tear 1058. this Fope axes. 
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Council at Rome, by the ſecond Canon of which it was decreed, 
* That no Clergyman ſhould receive Inveſtiture to a Biſhoprick, Abbey, or 
Church, from the Hands of the Emperor, or Kings, or any other Lay 
Perſon whatever. Now by the feudal Law, Fealty always follows 
Inveſtiture. And hence comes the Pretence for that Independency of 
the Church upon the State, which ſoon after occaſioned ſuch long and 
ſuch violent Diſturbances almoſt all over Europe, but particularly in 


Great Britain. For when oy I. uſurped the Crown in the Year of our 4. D 10 


Lord 1101. in order to defeat the Intereſt which his Brother Robert 
had at the Court of Rome, he recalled An/elm, Archbiſhop of Canter- 
bury, who had been driven thither by his Predeceſſor William Rufus, 
on account of his inſolent Behaviour towards the King. But upon 
Anſelm's Return, he refuſed to pay Homage to Henry, and refuſed to 
ſtay in England, unleſs the King would pay Obedience to the Pope, 
and ſubmit to the Hildebraudine Doctrine, which declared againſt the 
Validity of Lay-Inveſtitures : To which the King refuſed to ſubmit. 
But ſoon after Robert, the King's elder Brother, and rightful Heir of 
the Crown, invading England, then Henry, to ſecure Anſelm, and his 
Party, promiſed to ſubmit to the Hildebrandine Canons, and thoſe 
ſince made by Pope Urban in Confirmation thereof. Upon which he 
was joined by Anſelm, and made a Peace with his Brother. After 
which the King, however, retracted his Promiſe, but ſent Anſelm to 
Rome, to beg it as a Favour from the Pope, that he would permit him 
to enjoy the Power of Inveſtiture; which the Pope refuſing to grant, 
and declaring it an unalienable Right in the Popedom, Anſelm was 
again baniſhed. But the King, ſome time after, having a Deſign to 
deprive his Brother Robert of Normandy, found the gratifying of the 
Pope and Anſelm neceſſiry towards carrying on his Schemes, he there- 
fore conſented to give up his Right of Inveſtiture, and was recon- 
ciled to Anſelm, who a him in his Deſigns upon Normandy, and 

uieted the Clergy of England, that were uneaſy and diſcontented at 
the great Taxes raiſed on them by the King for this Expedition. The 
King then having conquered Normandy, and ſent his Brother a Pri- 


ſoner into England, after his Return, made a formal Surrender of his 


Right of Inveſtiture : Which laid the Foundation for all the ſubſe- 
be hs, 7 that were excited by Thomas a Becket, in Qppo- 


to Henry II. concerning the aa of the Church "_ 
2 


* Dup. Cent, 11. p. 44. 
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State, and by the Pope and his Legates againſt King Jobn, which 
ing could never quiet; till he reſigned his Kingdom to the Pope, 
and had laid his Crown at the Feet of his Legate. Which will ever 
be the Conſequence of theſe Principles; for grant but the Church an 
on the State; and it will ſoon reduce the State to a De- 
on the Church. 
Tur Author of the Rejoinder ack that in “the ib and 
10th Centuries the Lives and Actions of ſome of the Pope were not edi- 
17 Edify ing indeed they were not, for if any Hiſtorian had a 
ind to pick out Inſtances of conſummate Wickedneſs, he need go 
no further than the Lives of the Popes in thoſe and the following Cen- 
runes ; during which Ages of Darkneſs and I , and Wicked- 
neſs it was, 1 Images; the Supremacy of the Pope 3 
the canonizing of Saints ; the upon the 


of the Church 
State; the Uſe of I es ; Tranſubſtantiation, and the Doctrine 
of Communion in one Kind; gained Footing in the Chriſtian Church. 
Till, by the Bleſſing of God, the Art of Printing being found out in 
the 15th Century, Learning was again reſtored ; and as the Cloud of 
Ignorance began to di „the Reformation of and the Pro- 
feſſion of the Proteſtant Religion ſpread itſelf all over Europe, which like 
Chriſtianity at the firſt, has ſo wonderfully ſucceeded in its Progreſs, that 
notwithftanding all the Perſecutions and Maſſacres which the Rage of 
Hell could excite to prevent it, the Profeſſors of the Proteſtant Reli- 
e than the Papiſts. 

Mr. D* Fer, er to the French King, allows, that there 
are more Proteſtants Papiſts in G 3 that is in thoſe Territo- 
ries which to the late Emperor. In Saxony the Number of 
Proteſtants and Papiſts is much upon a Level. But every Body muſt 
acknowledge that in European Ruſha, Prufſia, Hanover, the Hans Towns, 
Sweden, Denmark, the United Provinces, andGreat Britain, the Number of 
Proteſtants greatly exceeds the Number of Papiſts in France, Spain, Por- 
gal, Ntaly, and Poland. It is likewiſe to be obſerved, that the 
fame Number of Proteſtants breed faſter than the fame Number of 
Papiſts, becauſe they have no Nuns or Monafteries a them, and 
then Clergy are allowed to marry. It is acknowledged, that in France 
alone there are 400,000 Religious of both Sexes under the Vow of 
Continence, Or. and in 1raly, Portugdl and Spain, their Number — 


Aan. p. 34. 
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ti)! greater in Proportion to the Number of Inhabitants : By which 
means P daily looſes Ground in Europe. And as Daniel has 
fixed ® a Time and 7 imes, and the dividing of Time for the Continuance 
of the little Horn, this will amount to Þ 1260 Fears; for in the Pro- 
Style a Day ſtands for a Tear, and a Time for a Calendar or 
ewiſh Year of Years, or 360 Years; hence a Time and Times, and 
half a Time or 360 + 2 * 360 +-3® = 1260 Years. And if we 
ſuppoſe the Riſe of the little Horn to have been about the Year of our 
Lord 750, this Horn has already reigned about a Thouſand Years, 
ſo that there remain about 260 Years ſtill to come before that Time ar- 
rives when Pope and Popery ſhall be no more. = 
Tavs having ſhewed from the Scriptures, that there is not the leaſt 


Foundation for Popery in the Goſpel of Chrift ; and from Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Hiftory that it cannot be ſupported by the Practice of the Primi- 


tive Church, till the Eighth Century at ſooneſt: It is now left to the 
candid and ingenious Reader to judge for himſelf whether Proteftancy 
or Popery has the beſt Title to be called a Part of the Chriſtian Religion. 
Tur Biſhop, when he firſt entered into this Diſpute, being engaged 
in a Work, which he truſts in God will be of more Ute to Chriſtiani- 
ty than the Tefuting ſo infignificant an Author, was willing to decline 
all Enquiries into Ecclefiaftical Hiſtory ; becauſe he forefaw it would 
be tedious, as he fears the Reader has found it to his Coſt: And has 
no other Apology to make for his being ſo explicite, but that he is 
now writing for the Uſe of the Unlearned. pep tells a Story of 
an Aſs that had a Mind to make a Figure in the World, 
and the better to impoſe upon his Brother Brutes, iſſued forth bedecked 
with a Lion's Skin : Now, in order to expoſe this Animal to a diſcern- 
ing Eye, it would be ſufficient to uncover an Ear or a Hoof, or any 
rema e Part: But whoever has a Mind to detect ſuch a Creature, 
and ſhew him to a vulgar Aſſembly, will find that he never will be 
able to ſatisfy them, till the Beaſt is quite tripped. 

Tux Biſhop, therefore, his Readers Patience till he juſt takes 
Notice of this Author's Apo for the of Papiſts, for 
Proof of which he refers us to the Government in Holland, who employ 
Papiſts in their Armies both at home and abroad : But this Author's 
Knowledge in Hiſtory or Politicks is not ſufficient to make him recol- 
lect that is but a new erected Republick, which having riſen 


to 
* Dan, vii. 24. + See Rev, xii. 6, and compare it with Rev. xii. 14. 
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to its Grandeur ſince the Reformation, the Pope has never pretended 
to lay Claim to the Diſpoſal of its Government, or the Revenues of 
its Churches. Nor is there a Popiſh Pretender living who lays any 
Claim to the Dominion of that Country, nor are the Numbers of its 
Popiſh Inhabitants fo great as to render the Lives of the Proteſtants 
any ways precarious, Nor are there any Popiſh latent Claims to the 
landed Eſtates among the Dutch preſerved in the Hands of Popiſh 
Proprietors. But if this was the Caſe in Holland, as it manifeſtly is in 
Treland ; the Dutch would be very far from conniving at thoſe Indul- 
gencies to the Papiſts among them, that are publickly allowed to the 
Papiſts among us. | | 

AnD whereas this Author ſays, * that if the different Sentiments in 
Religious Matters muſt neceſſarily break that H and Charity, that 
unite the Members of the ſame Body; bow do We obſerve that ftrift 
Union and alternate Government ſupported in ſeveral Parts of the Empire 
between Roman Catholicks and Lutherans ? | 
Tux Biſhop in Anſwer thereto ſays, God forbid that he ſhould be 
poſſeſſed with ſuch a Spirit of Popery as to imagine that different Sen- 
timents in Religious Matters muſt neceſſarily break that Harmony and Cha- 
rity, that ſhould unite the Members of the ſame Body. He is of Opini- 
on, that even the Temporal Magiſtrate has nothing farther to ſay to 
the Religious Sentiments of thoſe, who live under his Juriſdiction, 
than as the ſpreading or propagating of ſuch Opinions may contribute 
to the Peace or Welfare of Society. And, therefore, that in ev 
Society there ought to be a general Toleration for all Religions, whic 
are conſiſtent with the Peace and Welfare of Society in general; and 
of that Society in particular. | 

Bur with regard to the Behaviour of one Man towards another, 
ſuppoſing them both on a Level, either as Fellow Subjects of the 
ame, or as Subjects of different Legiſlative Powers; the Biſhop 
knows no Reaſon why Men ſhould bear a Iikwill to one ano- 
ther for being of different 2 than for being of different Sizes, 
or ſor having a different perſonal Appearance. If one Man is a Chri- 
ſtian, and another is a Few, Turk, Infidel or Heretick, there can be 
no more Reaſon for having a Diſlike on that Account to each other, 
than becauſe they were not all born in the ſame Country, or bred up 
under the ſame Tutors ; ſince Ninety nine in an Hundred of tho 


who 
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who are Chriſtians, would probably have been Mabomelans if they 
had been born in Turkey : And the ſame. may be ſaid of Fews or Ma- 
bometans, that they would have been Chriſtians, if they had been born 
in a Chriſtian Country, or of Chriſtian Parents, 

. And if it pleaſes the Almighty to endow one Man with greater 
Abilities, or a better Underſtanding than his Neighbours ; or to ap- 
point the Place of his Birth, where he has better Opportunities of be- 
ing informed in true Religion; or better educated in the Paths of Vir- 
tue; theſe are Bleſſings for which he ought to be thankſul to his Cre- 
ator ; but are far from being a Reaſon why he ſhould bear any III-will 
to thoſe Perſons, who have not received the ſame. Advantages from 
Providence. It is indeed the Duty of all Mankind, and of the Chri- 
ſtrian Clergy in particular, ſo far to be concerned for the Welfare of 
their Fellow Creatures, as to endeavour by all peaceable and gentle 
Methods to reclaim their wandering Brother, and bring him in to 
the Paths of Truth. But far be it from the Profeſſors of Chriſtianity 
to attempt the effecting of this good End by the means of Violence 
and Perſecution : Since Force may indeed make Hypocrites or Mar- 
tyrs, but can never make Proſelytes. | 
WaeneveR, therefore, the Biſhop finds theſe: Rules broken 
through, and ſees Men perſecuting one another under Pretence of Re- 
ligion, he always ſuſpects that there is more of Temporal Intereſt, at 
the Bottom, than Spiritual Love; becauſe he does not think it an unna- 
tural thing, for Men either to defend themſelves, or attack others with 
Violence where their Temporal Intereſt is concerned; But when this 
is not the Cafe, and that the Opinions conteſted have nothing to do 
with our Temporal Intereſts, then the Biſhop is of Opinion that the 
enacting of any Sanguinary or Penal Laws againſt thoſe who differ in 
Opinion, from us, upon the Accounts of thoſe Tenets in their Religion 
which are purely Spiritual, and do not manifeſtly tend to the Prejudice 
of the Temporal Intereſt of the State, could not be juſtified. And 
were it not for the Doctrines of the Supr of the Pope; the Inde- 
pendancy of the Church upon the State; and the Power of diſpenſing 
with the Allegiance of Subjects towards their lawful Sovereign, which 
the Popes of Rome have ſo often exerciſed and claimed as a Right, 
when they have quarrelled with Temporal Princes; together with the 
Attachment which thoſe of the Popiſh Religion muſt have to the Perſon 
of the Pretender; which Principles are inconſiſtent with the 1 
| ater 
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the Papiſts in Germany 


of the perſecuting Spirit of Po 
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Intereſt and Welfare of our inner, he is fully perſuaded 
that the Papiſts would have a Right to be placed upon a Level with 


all other Diſſenters from the eſtabliſhed —— of the Country ; and 


be equally entitled to the Benefit of a Toleration. 

Bur as to what this Author adds, when he ſays, bow do we obſerve 
that ſtriit Union, and alternate Government, ſupported in ſeveral Parts we 
28 — Catbolicks and Lutherans ? The Bi 
— As „that this Author es himſelf much in the 

the 8 en che Cart-wheel, when he ſaid, bat a Duſt wW E 
ty) For the Biſhop a that by the Word, we, he means - 
and then the Biſhop anſwers £0 this 7 ll pe 
that this Union and alternate Government, is indeed, very ill 
ſerved on the Side of the Papiſts. For though the Preſervation of 
Rights and Privileges of the as well as of the Pa 
one of the fundamental Articles in the preſent Conſtitution of 
Pre; yet every Body knows, with what Diſſiculty it is, that the Pro- 
teſtant Electors and Princes, can that Article from daily 
encroached upon, by a Set of- Factious, Cruel, and Turbulent Eccle- 
ſiaſticks. The barbarous Treatment which the Nala formerly met 
with; the Broils and Diſtutbances at Thorn; and the late Sufferings 
of che & s, being fo many Proofs, within ouf o.n Memories, 
," whenever it is not reſtrained by 
| Force from {| F with Blood.” - 

It is a Tittie finee this beer relhlied by eng” df che Caſuiſts 
in the Romiſh Church, ati Ta e g the Beatiments of 
thei Religion, not only in Conferences, but in the very Pul- 
itfelf,* when there is a tient Reaſon for doing it: And every 
y muſt know, that the Propagation'of their Religion is thought a 
of any thing; theit Profeſſions therefore of 
and Submiſſion to the Powers that be, muſt always be under- 


ſtood with this Salvo; of bring Subjer? to the Reprebenſion of their 
Church Superiors. | 

Bor as this Author inſiſts much on the Loyalty of the Iriſb Papiſts, 
with regard both to King Cherles the firſt, d King Charles the ſe- 
cond ; che Biſhop, leaſt he ſhould be partial in this Affair, 
begs lexve to tranſcribe ſome Paragraphs out of the Memoirs of Ww 


Earl of Orrery, Iaely printed along you's — 


Boa 


ſufficient Reaſon for doing 
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ters, wherein this Pretence of the Loyalty of the Iriſb Papiſts towards 
theſe two Princes, will, as he apprehends, be ſet in its true Light. 
For upon the King's Reſtoration, * .** The 1riſ6 Papiſts having p — 

eir 


© ſented to his Majeſty, a Petition, wherein they remonſtrated 

«« great Oppreſſion, and their Loyalty in the Wars; begging to be re- 
« ſtored to their Eſtates and Liberties, unjuſtly taken away from 
« them. The Exgliſb in Ireland, had early Notice of this Petition, 
<« and ſollicited, that there might be a fair hearing allowed at the 
« Council Board in England, by Deputies on both Sides; which rea- 
© ſonable Requeſt was ſoon granted, and the Day of hearing ap- 
« pointed, —Before the Day of hearing came, the ri Commil- 
« fioners apprehending, that no Perſon whatever could ſo much in- 
jure their Cauſe as Lord Orrery, were deſirous to buy him off, of- 
« fering to give him $0007. in Money, and to ſettle on him and 
«* his Heirs 7000 l. per Ann. if he would not appear at the Connell 
% Board againſt them. And his Lordſhip, with a generous Diſdain, 
& having rejected the Motion.“ The Day of Trial being come, and 
Sir Nicholas Plunket having ſpoken in behalf of the 1ri/6 Papiſts. 
Then Lord. Orrery roſe, and after a ſhort introductory Speech, 
“He then produced a Paper, which he defired might be ſhewed to 
&* Plunket, and the other 1ri/þ Commiſſioners, to know whether they 
t would own the Names there ſubſcribed, to be their Hands. My 
&« Lord of Ormond ſeeing it, told Plunket, certainly it was his Hand 
« and Plunket and the reſt ſeeing the Paper, acknowledged they were 
« their Hands. Then my Lord defired the Paper might be read, 
& which accordingly was done, and it appeared to be an Order, or 
«« Declaration, made at the Jriſb Supreme Council, wherein they re- 
c ſolved unanimouſly, to proſecute the Lord of Ormond, their Lord 
„Lieutenant, and his Party, with Fire and Sword. Upon which 
« the Earl of Orrery only faid, by way of Remark, theſe were very 
s loyal Subjects indeed, who declared War againſt his Majeſty's 
c commiſſioned Lieutenant. His Lordſhip then told the Board, 
& this was not all; they ſhould ſee, that the Iriſb had not only de- 
« clared War againſt his Majeſty's Lieutenant, but had alſo, by 
«* Plunket and one more, offered the Kingdom of Ireland to any fo, 
L reign Prince, who would SN it into Protection. And "IP 
— bias 4. „„ 
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* his Lordſhip delivered another Paper to his Majeſty, defiring the 
6 Gentlemen of the Vi Commiſſion to declare, whether the Names 
there ſubſcribed alſo, were not theirs. They ſeeing it, could not 
s deny it was their Hand. Lord Orrery deſired it might be read, 
and the Paper appeared to be Inſtructions to Sir Nicholas Pluntet, 
5 and one more, to go to the Pope, and in their Names, (ating 
<< themſelves the Supreme Council of Ireland) to offer that Kingdom 

* to his Holineſs; and if he refuſed it, then to the King of Spain; 
« if he refuſed ik, to the King of France ; if he refuſed it, to the 
« * Dukeof Lorrain ; and if he refuſed it, then to any other Catholick 
Prince. And ſuch is the Lo yalty of the Papiſts to this very Day; 
which though no Perſons talk of more, yet no body thinks of le; 
for while there is a Popiſh Prince in being, that Uther retends a 
Claim to, or would accept of the Crown of theſe Realms, it muſt be 
the utmoſt Folly to ſuppoſe, that the reſtleſs and ambitious Spirits of 
theſe Eccleſiaſticks will not be perpetually devifing Methods, how to 
* it on his Head. 

Tu us having ſeen what admirably loyal Subjects theſe 1ri/ Papiſts 
were to King Charles the ſecond, let us enquire a little into their Be- 
haviour towards King Charles the firſt. ' And here the Biſhop thinks 
proper to obſerye, that he is far from ſuſpecting the Loyalry of the 

apiſts, whenever the Intereſt of their Religion requires. that they 
ſhould be ſo ; or, from ſuppoſing that they will not always be ready, 
in a Civil War among Proteſtants, to join with one Side, in order to 
cut the Throats of the other. Charles the firſt was unfortunately mar- 
ried to a Popiſh Wife, the Papiſts had therefore better grounded 
Hopes of — into Play, from the Succeſs of this Monarch, than 
of the adverſe Party; and, Rs? it may be ſafely affirmed, that few 
Men were, either grounded in — Plinciules of the Proteſtant 
Religion, or more averſe 1 Popery then that unfortunate Prince; 
yet it may be as ſafely affirmed, tha if ever the Papiſts oined their 
Arms along with le of hs .de King Choke the firſt, that it 
was only when they found were not ſtro of themſelves 


to deſtroy the Proteſtants without help; and that then they only ioin- 


ed the King, becauſe — the rden more than him. ip 
order to prove which, the Biſhop takes the Liberty of tranſcri 
few more Paragraphs out of the forementioned Memoirs, _ 


* Seethisconfirmed inClarendon's Hiſt, Tom. 3. p. 136. & Clanric. Memoirs, p. 150, Cc. 
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Author ſays, ||| that “ after Lord Broghil's Marriage, he went into 
« Jreland, where he arrived that very Day the Rebellion broke out 
* in that , Kingdom; but it was not known then in Munſter, that 
<« the 1riſo Papiſts were in Arms, and therefore he landed ſafely, and 
t brought his Lady to Liſmore, his Father's chief Manſion-houſe. 
&* About two or three Days after he waited on his 58 Father at Caſtle- 
« Lyons, where the Earl of Barrimore, who had married Lord 
* BroghiPs Siſter, had invited them to Dinner. They met at Caftle- 
« Lyons Lord Muskerry, and ſome others of the Iriſb Nation, all 
«« Papiſts, with whom they were very free and familiar. But it hap- 
% pened, while they were at Dinner, a Gentleman came to my Lord 
« of Corte with Letters, who before he could be perſuaded to fir 
« down, deſired to _m_ with his Lordſhip in private, and then 
« with horror in his Face, told him the 1ri/þ had been in Rebellion 
three Days; that they bad committed many Outrages and Cruelties up- 
« on the Engliſh; and that all the Country, from Leinſter down to- 
«« wards Clonmel, (through which he had paſſed) the 1riſ1 Rebels 
« were in Arms, fo that he was forced to chooſe all the by ways he 
« could find, that he might bring theſe ſad Tidings to his Lordſhip: 
« My Lord of Corte would diſcover no Surprize at this diſmal News, 
c but defired him to fit down to Dinner, and ſay nothing. As ſoon 
<6 as Dinner was over, my Lord of Carte opened his Packet, wherein 
«© he found Proclamations to warn the Engiiſb to be on their Defence; 
«« declaring withal, the Rebellion and the Diſcovery of it His 
& Lordſhip communicated the Account to the Company then preſent; 
«© but Lord Muskerry ſeemed to make light of it, and treated it as a 
« ridiculous Thing, without Truth or Foundation. However, they 
all forthwith prepared to return to their ſeveral homes; and my 
Lord Corte ſent Notice of the Tidings he had received, together 
„ with the Proclamation, to Sir —— St. Leger, then Lord Preſident 
< of Mynſter. But the next Account was, that Lord Muskerry him- 
„ ſelf was up in Rebellion in the Weſtern Parts, with many thou- 
fands of Iriſb. And now every Day brought in freſh Tidings of 
«© the Calamities of thoſe Times; whereupon my Lord of Corte ſum- 
„ moned in all his Engh Tenants, and with them, and others that 
| I 2 «© came 
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came in voluntarily, they made up ſome Companies of Foot and 


Troops of Horſe, to the Number of about five hundred. $ When 
«the Rebellion became univerſal, Lord Broghil and his Brothers were 
« commanded to attend the Lord Preſident St. Leger, who accord- 
« ingly joined him with their Troops againſt the Jriſb Rebels. S.. 
«Leger hearing that Lord Muskerry was marching with an Army of 
three thouſand Men towards Limerick, thought good to oppoſe him 
4 in that March, with the beſt Forces he could ſummon together, 
« which amounted to no more than one thouſand five hundred, or 
s thereabouts, moſt of them raw and unexperienced Men. How- 
«ever, St. Leger was reſolved. to ſet upon Muskerry, wherever he 
could find him; and accordingly drew up his Men near Ballylow 
Hill, which he had no ſooner done, than Muskerry appeared, and 
«drew up his Men alſo in Battalia near him, which St. Leger IV- 
ing, prepared for a Battle; for he was a Man of great Valour, Con- 
duct and Loyalty. But while he was ordering his Men for the Bat- 
«tle, there came'a Trumpet from Muskerry, and one Man with him, 
« whoſe Name, I think, was Walſb, a Lawyer. St. Leger who was then 
in Company with the Earl of Barrimore, the Lord Kinelmeaky, and 
the Lord Broghil, ſent out to know the meaning of the Trumper's 
„ coming, who declared, that he came to ſpeak with the Lord Pre 

«« fident about a Buſineſs of very great Cheldquence to the Kingdom, 
« $f. Leger gave immediate Notice to the Trum and to the Per- 
«© fon who was with him, that they might approach. As ſoon as 
« they came near enough to be heard by the Preſident, and the reſt, 
* who ſtood at the Head of the Army, Valſb told the Lord Preſident, 
« he muſt ſpeak with him alone, ſome few Paces off from his Men. 
The Preſident and the other Noblemen, ſeeing Walſs, and know- 
ing him, began by ng. great Wonder, that a Perſon of his 
Parts and Education, ſhould be guilty of ſuch a Madneſs, as to join 
« with Rebels. But Valſb replied, they were no Rebels, as he would 
oon convince them, if he might but ſpeak with the Lord Preſi- 
dent in private. The Lord Preſident being a ſtout Man, was 
« ready to have entered into ſuch a private Conference, but the Lords 


* that were with him demurred upon it, not thinking it fafe, that 
the General of their Army ſhould be truſted ob 
6c 
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might ſpeak with the Lord Preſident alone in private, which the 


tbe REJOINDER, &. 6g 


« and therefore, they told Mr. Valſb, they could not allow a pri- 
<< vate Conference with him, but if he would ſpeak with the Lord 
«« Preſident, it ſhould be in their Preſence ; upon which Wal 
4% threatned to withdraw, without delivering his Meſſag 


6e. But at 


* length it was „ that Walſb ſhould have Liberty to talk pri- 


«« vately with the Lord Preſident, yet ſo as a Party might be placed 
«« on either Side of them, while they were at their private Parley.. 
«©. Upon theſe Terms Half met the Lord Prefident, and being with- 
«« out the hearing of his Guard, he told that Lord, in few Words, 
« that his Lordſhip ought to take heed of fighting — them, for 
% Lord Musterry had a Commiſſion from the King for what he did; 
«« and by virtue of that Commiſſion, he had raiſed Men to aſſiſt the 
« King in all Extremities; and that if he might have a free and fafe 
« Conduct, he would bring the Commiſſion to him under the Great 
«« Seal, and ſhew it him at his own Houſe the next Morning, 
TRR Lord Preſident was mightily ſurprized at this Meſlage, 
« and having afſured Valſb he ſhould have ſafe: Conduct, if he 
« would bring the Commiſſion next Day, diſmiſſed him. When 
this Dialogue was over, he returned to the Lords, who were im- 
«« patient to hear what the Subject of the Commiſſion had been, the 
«© Lord Preſident immediately told them, the whole of Halſ's Diſ- 
« courſe, at the hearing of which all were aſtoniſhed, But Lord 
«+ Broghil. obſerved to the Lord Preſident, that this muſt certainly be 
«© Cheat; and that the King would never grant out Commiſſions 
<« to thoſe, whom in his Proclamation he had declared Rebels; and 
therefore deſired the Lord Preſident, diligently to peruſe the Com- 
6 miſſion if it were brought, the bringing of which he much doubt- 


ed, but thought the Meſſage rather to be a Blind, to amuſe them, 
„while Musterry paſgd by, They agreed at laſt to cape the Arri- 


«« val of Walſh, the next Day, at the Lord Preſident's Houſe, which 
& lay within a few Miles of the Place where they were, and in the 


<<. mean Time they encamped their Soldiers. Muskerry alſo, upon the 
return of Walſh, drew off his Men, and the next Morning V alſb 


appeared again in the Lord Preſident's Quarters, with a Trumpet, 


„ho was immediately conducted to the Lord Preſident's Houſe, 


« where being received, Walſo renewed the ſame Requeſt, that he 


70 AREPLICATION A 


other Lords oppoſed. But at laſt it was agreed, that only one 
„ Man ſhould ſtand at the Door, with a draw! Sword, and charged 


« Piſtols. This being done, Fa{þ produced a large Parchment, 
„ wherein was a very formal Commiſſion drawn up — the Lord 
* Muskerry, to raiſe four thouſand Men, and the Broad Seal affixed 
"< to it. Sr. Leger, having read it over, diſmiſſed Walſh, and re- 
% turned to to the Lords, declaring to them, that Mus had 
«really a Commiſſion tor what he did, and that he would diſmiſs 
© his Men, and ſtir no more in this Buſineſs, ſaying, he would die 

© before he would be a Rebel, W the Lords all withdrew 
| © to their ſeveral homes ; only Lord Broghil declared, he Could hoe 
© but think it a Cheat, as he afterwards d it, 

Fox ſome Time after the Reſtoration, the Lora Brogbil, then Earl 
of Orrery, having gone to wait upon the Duke of Ormond at Kilkenny, 
he there met with the Lord Anery; $ © and took an rtunity 
one Day, when alone with Lord Muskerry, who happened then 
to be in a nt Humour, to aſk him, how the Rebels ob- 
tuined thatCommiſſion which they ſhewed to the then Lord Preſident 
6 I „under the King's Great Scal? Lord Mukerry anſwered, 
« I will de free and unreſerved with you; it was a forged Commiſſion 
« drawn up by Vuß and others, who having a Writing to which 
«© the Great Seal was fixed, one of the Company very dexterouſly took 
« off the ſealed Wax from the Label of that Writing. and fixed i it to 
te the Label of the forged Commiſſion. - 

« Lond Orrery ſtruck with the Wickedneſs of this Tranſaction, 
1% could not refrain expreſſing himſelf to that to Lord Mus- 
* „ who laughingly replied, It would have been impoſlible to 
„ have held the - People 4 without this Device. 

Tur 2 Corte now leaves it to the Readers own Reflexion 
to judge of the Principles of theſe People, who could in a friendly 
Manner come to eat and drink at their Neighbour's Table, at the 
lame Time that they were meditating upon Methods to ſatiate them- 
ſelves with their Neg hbour's Blood, and that of his Proteſtant 
Friends 3 and hat By eels not effect this by Force, ſhewed their 
Loyalty to their Prince, by forging a Commiſſion in his Name, 
which made _ more Enemies, p I IIS man 


$ Mem, chap. 6. 
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evil Effect upon the Minds of his Proteſtant and truly loyal Subjects, 
than perhaps any one Tranſa ion that ned in the whole 
of his Reign. The Biſhop therefore udes with this one Obſerva- 
tion, that the Papiſts of our own Days, as well as thoſe in the Rei 
of King Charles the firſt, are the true Sons of the Catholic Pope 25 
fimus; and that Popery has continued to ſupport itſelf, and impoſe 
upon Mankind, by the ſame villainous Methods that it firſt began to 
riſe ; by corrupting the Scriptures; falſifying ancient Records; and 
forging of new ones. | 
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